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Responsible Agencies: U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) and U.S. Department of the Interior (DOT),
Bureau of Land Management (BLM) are co-lead agencies; the U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest
Service (FS); Department of Defense (DOD); DOI, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service; the Coeur d’Alene
Tribe; the California Energy Commission; the California Public Utilities Commission; the State of
Wyoming; and the Lincoln, Sweetwater, and Uinta counties and conservation districts in Wyoming are
cooperating agencies.

Title: Final Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) for the Designation of Energy
Corridors on Federal Land in 11 Western States (DOE/EIS-0386).

Location: Arizona, California, Colorado, Idaho, Montana, Nevada, New Mexico, Oregon, Utah,
Washington, and Wyoming.

Contacts: For further information about this PEIS, contact: LaVerne Kyriss, Document Manager, Office
of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE-20), DOE, Washington, DC 20585; phone:
(720) 962-7170; fax: (720) 962-7494; or visit the PEIS website at: http://corridoreis.anl.gov.

For general information on the DOE’s National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, conlact:
Carol Borgstrom, Director, Office of NEPA Policy and Compliance, Office of the General Counsel
(GC-20), DOE, 1000 Independence Ave., SW, Washington, DC 20585-0103; phone: (202) 586-4600 or
leave a message at (800) 472-2756.

For general information on the BLM's NEPA process, contact: Ron Montagna or Kate Winthrop,
BLM, WO-350, MS 1000 LS, 1849 C Street, NW, Washington, DC 20240; phone: (202) 452-7782 or
(202) 452-5051, respectively.

Abstract: The Energy Policy Act of 2005, enacted August 8, 2005, directs the Secretaries of Agriculture,
Commerce, Defense, Energy, and the Interior (the Agencies) to designate, under their respective
authorities, corridors on federal land in the 11 western states for oil, gas, and hydrogen pipelines and
electricity transmission and distribution facilities (energy corridors).

The Notice of Intent to prepare this PEIS was published on September 28, 2005 (70 FR 56648). The
Agencies held public scoping meetings throughout the 11 western states in October and November 2005.
The EPA Notice of Availability (NOA) of the draft PEIS was published in the Federal Register on
November 16, 2007.

The PEIS analyzes the environmental impacts of designating energy corridors on federal land in
11 western states and incorporating those designations into relevant land use and resource management
plans. The Final PEIS analyzes a No Action Alternative and a Proposed Action. Under the No Action
Alternative, federal energy corridors would not be designated on federal lands in the 11 western states;
the siting and development of energy transport projects would continue under current agency procedures
for granting rights-of-way. Under the Proposed Action, the Agencies would designate and incorporate,
through relevant land use and resource management plans, certain federal energy corridors that would
consist of existing, locally designated federal energy corridors together with additional, newly designated
energy corridors located on federal land. The Proposed Action is the preferred alternative.

The Agencies will issue decisions subsequent to the Final PEIS in the form of Records of Decision, no
sooner than 30 days after publication of the EPA NOA of the Final PEIS.
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November 2008

Dear Reader,

In August 2005, the U.S. Congress cnacted the Encrgy Policy Act of 2005,
Public Law 109-58. In Section 368 of this Act, titled “Encrgy Right-of-Way Corridors on
Federal Land,” Congress declared that energy transport corridors for oil, gas, and
hydrogen pipelines as well as electricity transmission and distribution be designated on
federal land. To support this policy, Congress directed the Secretaries of Agriculture,
Commerce, Defense, Energy, and the Interior to take a series of steps to designate these
corridors, perform any required environmental reviews, and incorporate the designated
corridors into the relevant agency land use and resource management plans.

Enclosed is the Final Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) for the
Designation of Energy Corridors on Federal Land in the 11 Western States, including
proposed amendments to sclected land use plans. The Department of Energy (DOE) and
the Burcau of Land Management (BLM) prepared the PEIS in consultation with the
cooperating agencies, taking into account comments received during this planning effort
and examining alternatives for making federal land available for future energy corridor
development.

This PEIS has been developed in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act
of 1969 (NEPA). The Final PEIS analyzes two alternatives: the No Action Alternative
and the Proposed Action to designate new and locally approved energy corridors. The
No Action Alternative would allow for continued development under the current agency-
specific right-of-way (ROW) application processes.

Under the Proposed Action, the agencies would designate, through relevant land use and
resource management plans, federal energy corridors incorporating existing, designated
federal energy corridors and additional, newly designated energy corridors located on
federal land. These energy corridors would comprise a comprehensive, coordinated
network of preferred locations for future energy transport projects that could be
developed to satisfy the demand for energy. The Proposed Action is the agencies’
preferred alternative.

The policies and Interagency Operating Procedures (I0Ps) developed under the proposed
Section 368 Corridor Program would establish minimum requirements for management
of individual energy transport projects. The proposed policies identify management
objectives and address the administration of future energy transport development
activities. The proposed TOPs identify required management procedures that would be
incorporated into project-specific energy transport development proposals. In addition,
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the Proposed Action would amend 89 BLM, 37 Forest Service (FS), 3 National Park
Service (NPS), and 4 Department of Defense (DOD) land use plans in the 11 western
states. The proposed land use plan amendments involve the adoption of programmatic
energy transport development policies and IOPs.

The purpose of the proposed plan amendments is to facilitate the preparation and
consideration of energy transport development ROW applications on federal lands in the
11 western states, while maintaining the need for site-specific analysis of such future
individual development proposals.

The Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement for the Designation of Energy
Corridors on Federal Land in the 11 Western States was made available for public review
and comment from November 16, 2007, to February 14, 2008. The Draft PEIS was
posted on the project website at Atip://corridoreis.anl.gov and was provided, on request,
as a compact disc (CD) or printed document. Notice was provided to more than 2,200
individuals and organizations who registered on the project website to receive
information about the PEIS. Approximately 14,300 individuals and organizations
participated in the public comment process, providing more than 3,500 substantive
comments. Approximately 57 percent of the documents were received via the project
website, 21 percent were received via regular mail, and 22 percent were obtained at the
public hearings.

Volume IV of the Final PEIS contains the public comments on the Draft PEIS and the
agencies’ responses. Public comments addressed a broad range of issues. Nearly
35 percent of the comments addressed various topics related to the alternatives presented
in the PEIS, 20 percent commented on the purpose and need for the PEIS, and 17 percent
commented on corridor locations. Nearly 5 percent of the comments were concerned with
ecological issues, about 4 percent raised concerns about multiple impact areas, 4 percent
addressed cumulative impacts, and slightly over 2 percent dealt with Tribal issues.

The remaining comments were divided across a number of topics, cach comprising less
than 2 percent of the total. The topics (listed in decrecasing order) included general
impacts, land use, water resources, health and safety, cultural resources, maps, visual
resources, sociocconomics, regulations, air, environmental justice, and noise.

Public comments on the Draft PEIS and proposed land use plan amendments, as well as
internal agency review comments, were addressed in the preparation of the Final PEIS.
These comments led to the development of additional clarifying text, but did not
significantly change the Proposed Action or proposed land use plan amendments.
However, a number of modifications to corridor segments were made in response to
public and agency comments. Details on these changes are listed in Appendix K of the
Final PEIS.

Government-to-government  consultation  regarding  potential  cnergy  transport
development and land use plan amendments on BLM-, FS-, and DOD-administered lands
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was conducted with federally recognized Tribes whose interests might be directly and
substantially affected. The Tribes contacted are listed in Appendix C of the Final PEIS.

In addition, the agencies initiated activities to coordinate and consult with the governors
of each of the 11 western states addressed in the PEIS and with involved state agencies.
Prior to the agencies’ issuance of Records of Decision and approval of proposed land use
plan amendments, the governors of each state will be given the opportunity to identify
any inconsistencies between the proposed land use plan amendments and state or local
plans and provide recommendations, in writing, during the 60-day consistency review
period required by BLM land use planning regulations (43 CFR 1610.3-2).

The Assistant Sccretary, Land and Minerals Management, the Department of the Interior
(DOT), is the responsible official for publishing the proposed plan amendments affccting
public lands. The Federal Land Policy and Management Act and its implementing
regulations provide land use planning authority to the Secretary, as delegated to this
Assistant Secretary. Because any decision regarding these plan amendments is being
made by the Assistant Secretary, Land and Minerals Management, it is the final decision
of the Department of the Interior. This decision is not subject to administrative review
(protest) under BLM or departmental regulations (43 CFR 1610.5-2).

The Under Secretary of Natural Resources and Environment in the Department of
Agriculture is the responsible official for the proposed plan amendments on National
Forest System lands. The Forest and Rangeland Renewable Resources Planning Act of
1974, as amended by the National Forest Management Act of 1976, and the
implementing regulations, provide land use planning authority to the Secretary, as
delegated to this Under Secretary. Because this decision is being made by the
Under Secretary, Natural Resources and Environment, it is the final decision of the
Department of Agriculture. This decision is not subject to administrative review
(objection) under the FS or departmental regulations (36 CFR 219.13(a)(2)).

Copies of the Final PEIS, including the proposed land use plan amendments
(Appendix A), have been sent to the Environmental Protection Agency, DOI Office of
Environmental Policy and Compliance, DOI Library, and the governor’s office in each of
the 11 western states. Copies have also been sent or made available clectronically to all
who participated in the planning process, and are available at the BLM state offices and
FS regional offices in the 11 western states, DOE Headquarters, BLM Washington Public
Affairs, and the FS Washington offices. Interested persons may also review the Final
PEIS and proposed land use plan amendments online at ittp.//corridoreis.anl.gov.

Following completion of the consistency reviews by the governors of the states affected
by the proposed land use plan amendments, any approval of the sclected land use plan
amendments will be documented in the Records of Decision that will be made available
to the public and provided on request to interested parties. For additional information,
please contact Brian Mills at (202) 586-8267 or by e-mail at brian.mills@hg.doe.gov;
Kate Winthrop at (202) 452-5051 or kate_winthrop@blm.gov; or Glen Parker at
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(202) 205-1196 or gparker(@fs.fed.us; or visit the West-wide Energy Corridor PEIS
Information Center website at http.//corridoreis.anl.gov.

Sincerely,
y ? j vl

O%/H, %}155 U @Mqél%d' 5y
LaVeme Kyriss Ray A. Brady Gregory C. Smith
Federal Energy Corridors Acting Assistant Director Director

Project Manager Minerals and Realty Lands and Realty
Office of Electricity Delivery ~ Management Management

and Energy Reliability Bureau of Land Management U.S. Forest Service
Department of Encrgy Department of the Interior Department of Agriculture
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NOTATION

The following is a list of acronyms and abbreviations, chemical names, and units of measure used in
this volume. Some acronyms used only in tables may be defined only in those tables.

GENERAL ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS

AC alternating current

ACEC Area of Critical Environmental Concern
ACHP Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
AD anno Domini

AGFD Arizona Game and Fish Department
AHPA Archacological and Historic Preservation Act of 1974
AIRFA American Indian Religious Freedom Act of 1978
ANFO ammonium nitrate/fuel oil

ANL Argonne National Laboratory

APE Arca of Potential Effect

API American Petroleum Institute

APLIC Avian Power Line Interaction Committee
APP Avian Protection Plan

AQRV air quality-related value

ARPA Archaeological Resources Protection Act of 1979
ASME American Society of Mechanical Engineers
ATV all-terrain vehicle

AUM animal unit month

BC before the Christian era

BIA Bureau of Indian Affairs

BLM Bureau of Land Management

BMP best management practice

BOR Bureau of Reclamation

BPA Bonneville Power Administration

CAA Clean Air Act

CAAA Clean Air Act Amendments of 1977
CAISO California Independent System Operator
CASQA California Stormwater Quality Association
CDFG California Department of Fish and Game
CDW Colorado Division of Wildlife

CEQ Council on Environmental Quality

CFR Code of Federal Regulations

CI/KR critical infrastructure and key resource
CRMP cultural resources management plan

CRP Conservation Reserve Program

CWA Clean Water Act
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dbh
DC
DEM
DHS
DNL
DOC
DOD
DOE
DOI
DOT

E.O.
EA
EDMS
EFH
EIA
EIS
ELF
EMF
EPA
EPAct
ERO
ERS
ESA
ESD
ESRI
ESU

FAA
FO
FEMA
FERC
FHWA
FLM
FLMA
FLMP
FLPMA
FMP
FPPA
FR

FS

GAO
GIS
GPS
GSA
GSP

diameter at breast height

direct current

Digital Elevation Model
Department of Homeland Security
day-night average sound level
U.S. Department of Commerce
U.S. Department of Defense

U.S. Department of Energy

U.S. Department of the Interior
U.S. Department of Transportation

Executive Order

environmental assessment
Emissions Data Management System
essential fish habitat

Energy Information Administration
environmental impact statement
extremely low frequency
electromagnetic field

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Energy Policy Act of 2005

Electric Reliability Organization
Economic Research Service
Endangered Species Act of 1973
emergency shutdown

Environmental Systems Research Institute, Inc.

evolutionarily significant unit

Federal Aviation Administration

field office

Federal Emergency Management Agency
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
Federal Highway Administration

federal land manager

Federal Land Management Agency
Forest Land Management Plan

Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976

fishery management plan
Farmland Protection Policy Act
Federal Register

U.S. Department of Agriculture’s Forest Service

fiscal year

Government Accountability Office
geographic information system
global positioning system

U.S. General Services Administration
Gateway South Project
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HLR
HLU
HMA
HMMH
HPX
HQ
HSPD
HTS
HVAC
HVDC

IBA
ICNIRP
TEEE
IMPROVE
(o)

KOP

Ldn
Leq
LN2
LNG
LPG
LRMP

MBTA
MLA
MOA
MOU
MPCA
MSA
MTRs
MVA

NAA
NAAQS
NACO
NAGPRA
NCA
NCDC
NCSHPO
NDOT
NEPA
NERC
NFMA
NFS
NHPA
NID

hydrologic landscape region

Hydrologic landscape unit

herd management area

Harris Miller Miller & Hanson, Inc.

High Plains Express Transmission Project
Headquarters

Homeland Security Presidential Directive
high-temperature superconductivity
high-voltage alternating current
high-voltage direct current

important bird area

International Commission on Non-lonizing Radiation Protection
Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers

Interagency Monitoring of Protected Visual Environments
interagency operating procedure

key observation point

day-night average sound level
equivalent sound level

liquid nitrogen

liquefied natural gas

liquid petroleum gas

land resource and management plan

Migratory Bird Treaty of 1918

Mining Leasing Act of 1920

Military Operating Area (also Memorandum of Agreement)
Memorandum of Understanding

Minnesota Pollution Control Agency

Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act
Military Training Routes

million volt-ampere

nonattainment area

National Ambient Air Quality Standards

National Association of Counties

Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 1990
National Conservation Area

National Climatic Data Center

National Conference of State Historic Preservation Officers
Nevada Department of Transportation

National Environmental Policy Act

North American Electric Reliability Corporation

National Forest Management Act

National Forest System

National Historic Preservation Act of 1966

National Inventory of Dams
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NIEHS
NIPP
NLCS
NMFS
NNHP
NOA
NOAA
NOI
NPL
NPS
NRC
NRCS
NRDC
NREL
NRHP
NRI
NWCC
NWEFP
NWRS
NWRSAA

0D
OHV
OPS
ORV
OSHA

P.L.
PA
PCB
PEIS
PFYC
PHMSA
PM
PMjo
PM3 5
POC
POD
PPE
PSD

RMP
RMS
ROD
ROW(s)
RPS
RRC

SAAQS

National Institute of Environmental Health Sciences
National Infrastructure Protection Plan

National Landscape Conservation System

National Marine Fisheries Service

Nevada Natural Heritage Program

Notice of Availability

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
Notice of Intent

National Priorities List

National Park Service

National Research Council

National Resources Conservation Service

Natural Resources Defense Council

National Renewable Energy Laboratory

National Register of Historic Places

National Resources Inventory

National Wind Coordinating Committee

Northwest Forest Plan

National Wildlife Refuge System

National Wildlife Refuge System Administration Act of 1966

outside diameter

off-highway vehicle

Office of Pipeline Safety

off-road vehicle or outstandingly remarkable value
Occupational Safety and Health Administration

Public Law

Programmatic Agreement

polychlorinated biphenyl

Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement

Potential Fossil Yield Classification

Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration
particulate matter

particulate matter with a diameter less than or equal to 10 microns
particulate matter with a diameter less than or equal to 2.5 microns
point-of-contact

plan of development

personal protective equipment

Prevention of Significant Deterioration

resource management plan
Reliability Management System
Record of Decision
right(s)-of-way

Renewable Portfolio Standard
Regional Reliability Council

State Ambient Air Quality Standards
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SCADA
SCEC
SCGC
SDWA
SHPO
S10

SIP
SMP
SMS
SOP
SSA
SSP
SUA
SWPPP

TAPS
CTY
TDS
THPO
TSA
TSP
TSS
TSSP
TVA
TWEP

UsS.
UDWR
uUscC
USDA
USDS
USFWS
USGS

voC
VRM

WECC
WGA
WGFD
WHO
WIzZ
WRAP
WRCC
WREZ
WSA
WWEC

supervisory control and data acquisition
Southern California Earthquake Center
Southern California Gas Company
Safe Drinking Water Act

State Historic Preservation Office(r)
Scenic Integrity Objective

state implementation plan

suggested management practice
Scenery Management System

standard operating procedure
sector-specific agency

sector-specific plan

Special Use Airspace

storm water pollution prevention plan

Trans-Alaska Pipeline System
traditional cultural property

total dissolved solids

Tribal historic preservation officer

Transportation Security Administration (DHS)

total suspended particulates
total suspended solids
transportation SSP
Tennessee Valley Authority
TransWest Express Project

United States

Utah Division of Wildlife Resources
United States Code

U.S. Department of Agriculture
U.S. Department of State

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

U.S. Geological Survey

volatile organic compound
Visual Resource Management

Western Electricity Coordinating Council
Western Governors’ Association
Wyoming Game and Fish Department
World Health Organization

water influence zone

Western Regional Air Partnership
Western Regional Climate Center
Western Renewable Energy Zone
Wilderness Study Area

West-wide energy corridor
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CHEMICALS

co
COy

NO2
NOx

O3
Pb

SO3
SOx

carbon monoxide
carbon dioxide

nitrogen dioxide
nitrogen oxides

ozone
lead

sulfur dioxide
sulfur oxides

UNITS OF MEASURE

bef
cfs
dB
dBA
dBC
°F

g

Hz
kv

billion cubic feet! ug
pg/m3
cubic feet per second mph
MVA
decibel(s) MW
A-weighted decibel(s) MW(t)
C-weighted decibel(s)
ppm
degrees Fahrenheit psig
unit of gravitational acceleration s
(1 g =32 feet/s?)
cycle(s) per seconds (hertz) t
kilovolt(s)?
pound(s)

1

One billion cubic feet of natural gas provided

residential heating to over 11,500 homes in the
Midwest in 2007.

(¥}

As an example of electricity transmission, a direct

current 500 kV, approximately 1,000 miles long
line has the capacity to serve over three million
homes in the Pacific Northwest.

Xxviii
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microgram(s)

microgram(s) per cubic meter
mile(s) per hour

million volt-ampere(s)
megawartt(s)

thermal megawati(s)

part(s) per million
pound(s) per square inch gauge

second(s)

ton(s)
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ENGLISH/METRIC AND METRIC/ENGLISH EQUIVALENTS

The following table lists the appropriate equivalents for English and metric units.

Multiply By To Obtain
English/Metric Equivalents
acres 0.4047 hectares (ha)
cubic feet (ft3) 0.02832 cubic meters (m3)
cubic yards (yd3) 0.7646 cubic meters (m3)
degrees Fahrenheit (°F) — 32 0.5555 degrees Celsius (°C)
feet (ft) 0.3048 meters (m)
gallons (gal) 3.785 liters (L)
gallons (gal) 0.003785 cubic meters (m3)
inches (in.) 2.540 centimeters (cm)
miles (mi) 1.609 kilometers (km)
miles per hour (mph) 1.609 kilometers per hour (kph)
pounds (1b) 0.4536 kilograms (kg)
short tons (tons) 907.2 kilograms (kg)
short tons (tons) 0.9072 metric tons (t)
square feet (ﬂz) 0.09290 square meters (mz)
square yards (yd2) 0.8361 square meters (m?)
square miles (mi2) 2.590 square kilometers (km?2)
yards (yd) 0.9144 meters (m)
Metric/English Equivalents

centimeters (cm) 0.3937 inches (in.)
cubic meters (m?) 35.31 cubic feet (ft3)
cubic meters (m3) 1.308 cubic yards (vd3)
cubic meters (m3) 264.2 gallons (gal)
degrees Celsius ("C) + 17.78 1.8 degrees Fahrenheit (°F)
hectares (ha) 2471 acres
kilograms (kg) 2.205 pounds (Ib)
kilograms (kg) 0.001102 short tons (tons)
kilometers (km) 0.6214 miles (mi)
kilometers per hour (kph) 0.6214 miles per hour (mph)
liters (L) 0.2642 gallons (gal)
meters (m) 3.281 feet (ft)
meters (m) 1.094 yards (yd)
metric tons (t) 1.102 short tons (tons)
square kilometers (km?2) 0.3861 squarc miles (mi2)
square meters (m2) 10.76 square feet (ft2)
square meters (m2) 1.196 square yards (yd?)
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Final WWEC PEIS

November 2008

SUMMARY

S.1 WHY ARE FEDERAL AGENCIES
PROPOSING TO DESIGNATE
ENERGY CORRIDORS IN THE
WEST?

On August 8, 20053, the President signed into
law the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (EPAct). In
Subtitle F of EPAct, Congress set forth various
provisions that would change the way certain
federal agencies! (Agencies) coordinated to
authorize the use of land for a variety of energy-
related purposes. Section 368 of EPAct requires,
among other things, the designation of energy
corridors on federal lands in 11 western states
and the establishment of procedures to ensure
that additional corridors are identified and
designated as necessary and to expedite
applications to construct or modify oil, gas, and
hydrogen pipelines and electricity transmission
and distribution facilities. The western states are
Arizona, California, Colorado, Idaho, Montana,
Nevada. New  Mexico. Oregon, Utah,
Washington, and Wyoming.2 The Department of
Energy (DOE) and Department of the Interior
(DOI), Bureau of Land Management (BLM), are
the lead agencies in preparation of this
Programmatic Environmental Tmpact Statement
(PEIS), and the Department of Agriculture
(USDA), Forest Service (FS); Department of
Defense (DOD); and DOI, Fish and Wildlife
Service (USFWS), are the cooperating federal
agencies in preparation of the environmental
impact statement (EIS). Only those Agencies
that manage federal land (DOD, DOI, and
USDA) where Section 368 energy corridors

1 Department of Agriculture, Department of the

Interior, Department of Defense, Department of
Energy, and Department of Commerce.

Shaded text indicates portions of the document
that underwent revision between the draft and the
final PEIS in response to comments received
during the public comment period as well as
additional information provided by local federal
land managers and resource specialists.
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would be designated would issue Records of
Decision (RODs) for such designation.

Corridor designation and associated plan
amendments are based on the following
direction provided in Section 368:

“...The Secretary of Agriculture, the
Secretary of Commerce, the Secretary of
Defense, the Secretary of Energy, and the
Secretary of the Interior (in this section
referred to collectively as “the Secretaries”),
in consultation with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, states, Tribal or
local units of governments as appropriate,
affected utility industries, and other
interested persons, shall consult with each
other and shall—

(1) designate, under their respective
authorities, corridors for oil, gas, and
hydrogen  pipelines and  electricity
transmission and distribution facilities on
Federal land in the 11 western states
(as defined in Section 103(0) of the Federal
Land Policy and Management Act of 1976
(43 USC 1702(0));

(2) perform any environmental reviews
that may be required to complete the
designation of such corridors; and

(3) incorporate the designated corridors
into the relevant agency land use and
resource management plans or equivalent
plans.”

Congress also addressed the need for the
Agencies to establish procedures that could
potentially increase the efficiency of using
designated corridors for energy transport and
distribution projects. Because of the critical
importance of improving the western electrical
transmission grid, Congress specifically directed
the Agencies in Section 368 to consider the need
for upgraded and new facilities to deliver
electricity throughout the western states. Finally,
Congress directed the Agencies to make the
designated energy corridors useful to potential
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applicants by stating that designated corridors
“at a minimum specify the centerline, width, and
compatible uses of the corridor.”

Section 368 does not require that the
Agencies consider or approve specific projects,
applications for rights-of-way (ROWSs), or other
permits within designated energy corridors.
Importantly, Section 368 does not direct, license,
or otherwise permit any on-the-ground activity
of any sort. If an applicant is interested in
obtaining an authorization to site a project
within  any corridor  designated under
Section 368, the applicant would have to apply
for a ROW authorization, and the Agencies
would consider each application by applying
appropriate  project-specific reviews under
requirements of laws and related regulations
including, but not limited to, the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the Clean
Water Act, the Clean Air Act, Section 7 of the
Endangered  Species Act (ESA), and
Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act.

S.2 WHAT IS THE PURPOSE AND NEED
FOR DESIGNATING SECTION 368
ENERGY CORRIDORS?

The purpose and need for Agency action is
to implement Section 368 by designating
corridors for the preferred location of future oil,
gas, and hydrogen pipelines and electricity
transmission and distribution facilities and to
incorporate the designated corridors into the
relevant agency land use and resource
management plans.

Section 368 directs the Agencies to take into
account the need for upgraded and new
infrastructure and to take actions to improve
reliability, relieve congestion, and enhance the
capability of the national grid to deliver energy.
This action only pertains to the designation of
corridors for potential facilities on federal lands
located within the 11 western states. In addition,
this action is intended to improve coordination
among the agencies to increase the efficiency of
using designated corridors.

§-2

San Luis Valley—Calumet-Comanche Transmission Project
Scoping Comments -- Comments and Responses

November 2008

Electricity consumers in the West rely on an
integrated network of more than 49,430 miles of
transmission lines to move electricity from
generation sources like coal-fired power plants,
hydropower facilities, or wind farms to demand
centers, and thus provide a reliable supply of
power to homes and businesses. Due in part to
the West’s unique geography and population
distribution, where fuel sources and energy
generation facilities are often remotely located
and large population centers are spread far apart,
the electricity transmission grid in the West is
typified by high-voltage transmission lines
spanning very long distances. The need for
additional clectric infrastructure in the West is
influenced by several factors, including
(1) market restructuring, (2) new energy policies
seeking renewable resources, (3) population
growth, (4) a decade of underinvestment in new
lines and technology by the utility sector, and
(5) system reliability concerns. Inadequacies in
the electricity transmission system manifest
themselves in many ways. One such indication
of inadequacies in the electricity transmission
system is a phenomenon known as “congestion.”
Congestion is a condition of the electricity
transmission system resulting from overuse of
certain electricity transmission pathways in the
system. As a result of congestion, electric
system operators can be forced to use generation
resources at certain times that may not be as
economically or environmentally desirable to
deliver the requisite electric power to consumers
and to maintain reliable operation of the grid and
thus delivery of electricity.

Currently, natural gas provides 22% of the
total energy consumed each year by the
United States. There are currently more than
27,000 miles of major natural gas pipelines
(>16-inch diameter) in the 11 western states. In
the last 20 years, due in large part to market
changes and environmental considerations,
natural gas has played an increasingly important
role as an energy source for the generation of
electric power. The need for new natural gas
infrastructure arises in the West for three
principal reasons. First, demand for natural gas
is expected to rise considerably in the short term.
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In the Pacific region, the Energy Information
Administration (EIA) forecasts there will be a
need for a 45% increase in pipeline capacity in
the next 10 to 15 years. As a result of tight
pipeline capacity for the export of natural gas
from western Wyoming, five times during the
fall of 2006 relatively minor changes in pipeline
infrastructure led to significant price changes.
Second, safety considerations related to the age
of pipelines in many areas across the United
States are also adding to the demand for new
pipeline infrastructure. Lastly, market
developments will influence the location of and
need for new pipelines. One such example is the
development of new resources in the Mountain
West area, where additional pipeline capacity
will be needed to transport new supplies to
demand centers.

Currently, the United States relies on
2 million miles of oil pipelines as the principal
means of delivering supplies of oil and refined
petroleum products like gasoline to market.
These pipelines are essential to maintain secure
delivery for the more than 20 million barrels of
oil and the 17 million barrels per day of refining
capacity necessary to fuel upwards of
220 million cars and trucks on United States
roadways. Two principal factors indicate that the
oil pipeline delivery system needs improvement.
First, demand for petroleum products in the
transportation sector is expected to continue to
grow at a rapid pace. Additionally, other market
factors such as increased petroleum imports due
to reduced refinery capacity and expected
growth in the production of synthetic liquid fuels
like “coal-to-liquid” are expected to affect the
need for siting new and upgraded pipeline
infrastructure. Second, many of the existing oil
pipelines currently in place are aging, further
creating the need for new or improved
pipeline capacity.

Although hydrogen fuel technologies may
have a significant role as a future energy source,
insofar as pipelines are concerned, hydrogen
generation and transport technologies are still in
developmental stages. Currently, fewer than
50 retail stations provide hydrogen fuel to
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automotive  consumers. Without a clear
infrastructure system in place, it is difficult to
estimate future demand for hydrogen and what
hydrogen infrastructure will be needed.
Nevertheless, because of the potential role that
hydrogen could play in meeting future needs, the
Agencies sought in this action to identify
locations where future hydrogen pipelines might
be suitably located.

S.3 WHAT ARE SOME OF THE
EXISTING ADMINISTRATIVE
CHALLENGES TO FEDERAL
ROW AUTHORIZATION?

Siting large, long-distance energy transport
infrastructure is a complicated task for an
applicant and for the Agencies involved in the
application process. In addition to addressing the
heterogeneous mix of private, state, and Tribal
land ownership in the West, energy transport
projects must confront a complex pattern of
federally controlled lands that are administered
by different land management agencies, each
with its own set of rules and procedures for
granting ROWs for land uses. As a result,
energy transport project applicants must satisfy
the often disparate requirements of multiple
agencies for the same project.

Currently, the Agencies producing this PEIS
have procedures to authorize ROWs on the lands
that they administer. In some locations in the
West, the Agencies may work cooperatively to
address an application. However, these
cooperative arrangements are generally limited
in nature and apply to special resource
management issues that require joint land
management decisions. When projects are
processed cooperatively, it is on an application-
by-application basis. Generally, the local
administrative offices (e.g., BLM field office
[BLM FO] or FS national forest) address energy
transport within the boundaries of their
administrative areas. Some of these local offices
have designated local energy corridors in their
land management plans as the preferred location
for energy transport projects. These local
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corridors sometimes do not link geographically,
for example, because the corridors are of
different sizes and widths. In addition, it is often
difficult to develop interagency cooperation or
corridor paths that align over several different
local jurisdictional units because the land use
planning exercises that designate the corridors
are conducted at different times.

At present, some of the barriers to
infrastructure development in the western states
include inconsistent agency procedures for
granting ROWs; inconsistent agency views on
whether proposed energy infrastructure projects
would address near- or long-term energy needs;
a lack of coordination among agencies that
administer contiguous tracts of land when
responding to applications for a ROW across
their respective jurisdictions; and the lack of
coordination within agency offices regarding the
appropriate geographic locations of corridors or
ROWs.

When an applicant must seek authorizations
from several federal agencies or several local
jurisdictions within the same agency, a lead
federal Agency and lead office are usually
assigned the responsibility to process the
application. An overall project manager is also
usually assigned to the project. However, the
application may not receive the same priority at
all field offices due to different guidelines or
requirements for an application or a use
authorization such that the applicant does not
have a clear understanding of what information
to submit to a given agency during the
application process. Further, the agencies may
cach have distinct views on whether the
transport projects are needed. Also, the agencies
may apply different criteria or follow different
guidelines when assessing the impacts of an
energy project. Thus, under the existing
regulatory schemes, the potential benefits of
direct, cost-effective, and environmentally
favorable routing of the energy transport project
may be encumbered.

In certain instances, the applicant may face
delays because an agency may need to amend its
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land use or resource management plan to include
a corridor for the proposed ROW. These delays
may be caused by administrative hurdles and
internal analyses, reviews, and approvals
required by the local office. The absence of
coordinated ROW application procedures and
adequate coordination between and within
agencies has frustrated efforts to develop the
energy infrastructure needed in the West.

S.4 WHAT IS THE PROPOSED
ACTION TO ADDRESS THE
PURPOSE AND NEED?

As directed by Congress in Section 368 of
EPAct, the participating Agencies have
examined the energy infrastructure issues and
situation in the West and propose to designate
energy corridors on federal land for oil, gas, and
hydrogen pipelines and electricity transmission
and distribution facilities in 11 western states. In
addition, the Agencies propose to amend their
respective land use management plans or similar
land use plans, as appropriate, to include the
designated  energy  corridors on  land
administered by their Agency, if designated
corridors occur on those lands.

In considering potential ways to designate
the corridors, the Agencies took into account,
per Congress” mandate in Section 368, the need
for upgraded and new electricity transmission
and distribution facilities to improve reliability,
relieve congestion, and enhance the capability of
the national grid to deliver electricity. The
Agencies decided to propose to locate corridors
for the West-wide transport and distribution of
energy (electricity, oil, natural gas, and
hydrogen) between supply and demand areas in
the 11 western states while avoiding sensitive
resources and land use and regulatory
constraints to the fullest extent possible. If
applicants develop energy transport projects
within the proposed corridors, the resulting
infrastructure  would aid in alleviating
congestion problems associated with electricity
transmission in the West.
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The Agencies here propose to designate
corridors in locations that were selected using a
systematic, four-step siting process. The four-
step process incorporated additional information
received during the public comment process on
the draft PEIS. The additional information on
corridor locations and issues allowed further
adjustments to account for environmental,
operational, and socioeconomic factors.

The proposed corridor designations would
not approve any site-specific activities or
projects or prejudge the environmental impacts
of individual projects. While the type of
environmental review to be conducted is not
specified in Section 368, the Agencies have
decided to prepare this PEIS to conduct an
environmental review at the programmatic level,
integrate the NEPA process early in the planning
process, and address potential conflicts among
Agencies. If the Agencies decide at the end of
this environmental review, under NEPA, to
designate a system of energy corridors, it will be
for the purpose of establishing those corridors as
preferred locations for future energy transport
projects. Again, the designation of such a system
of corridors would not authorize parties to
proceed with any site-specific projects or to
carry out any activities in these corridors.
No direct environmental impacts are expected to
occur as a result of implementing either the
No Action or Proposed Action Alternatives, with
the possible exception of effects to property
values on nonfederal lands adjacent to or
between  designated  corridor  segments.
Additionally, project development within
designated corridors could lead to direct,
indirect, and/or cumulative impacts on the
environment, As noted above, if individual
projects are proposed, any applications for such
projects would be subject to environmental
review under NEPA and other applicable laws.

Similarly, if the Agencies decide to amend
related land use plans, this also would not
authorize any site-specific activities. By
amending land use plans at the designation
stage, the proposed action may accelerate the
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process of subsequently applying for energy
project ROWSs. In particular, an applicant could
avoid delays associated with seeking a land use
plan amendment for a specific project. However,
as with the designation of corridors, the
amendment of land use plans would not
authorize parties to proceed with any site-
specific projects, or to carry out any activities in
areas within the corridors, and accordingly will
not result in any on-the-ground impacts that may
significantly —affect the quality of the
environment. If individual projects are sited, as
noted above, any applications for such projects
would be subject to environmental review under
applicable statutes.

The Agencies also note that designating a
system of energy corridors would not preclude
an applicant from applying for a ROW outside
of the designated energy corridors as currently
provided for in FLPMA. In this case, the current
process to authorize ROWs would apply to the
application. However, such an applicant would
not benefit from the coordinated interagency
application procedures that would be established
under Section 368, any land use plans that have
already been amended to contain designated
Section 368 energy corridors, or environmental
analyses already examined in this PEIS.

S$.5 HOW WILL THE AGENCIES
EXPEDITE THE APPLICATION
PROCESS?

Section 368 directs the Agencies to establish
procedures under their respective authorities to
expedite the application process for energy-
related projects within Section 368 designated
corridors. The Agencies would include uniform
interagency operating procedures for reviewing
applications for energy ROWs within designated
Section 368 corridors. To highlight the proposed
efficiencies gained by applicants who choose to
apply for energy transport projects in the Section
368  designated energy corridors, the
authorization process anticipated by the
Agencies is described below.
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Application Process

Because many of the proposed Section 368
energy transmission corridors pass through
multiple administrative areas (e.g., BLM FO or
FS national forest) managed by one or more of
the Agencies, the Agencies will implement
procedures that create a virtual “one-stop shop”
application processing process that will become
the foundation of the Section 368 expedited
application procedures. In the past, project
delays and missteps have often been the
outcome of multiple agency offices issuing
environmental reviews, project requirements,
and land use authorizations. However, because
linear energy transmission facilities must
connect two locations in a safe and reliable
manner across the entire length of the project,
piecemeal agency authorizations can be
streamlined so that environmental and regulatory
considerations can also be simultancously
addressed over the entire length of a project.
Within existing laws and regulations, it is
possible to simplify the federal authorization for
ROWs in designated corridors.

The Section 368 streamlining process is
based on the principles of the Service First
program implemented by the BLM, FS, National
Park Service (NPS), and USFWS. Service First
was initially a joint BLM and FS initiative
designed to improve customer service by
providing streamlined, one-stop shopping across
agency jurisdictional boundaries for public land
users. Authority for Service First was provided
by legislation in 1997 covering only BLM and
FS. That legislation was recently amended to
include the NPS and USFWS. Service First
provides legal authority for the FS, NPS, FWS,
and BLM to carry out shared or joint
management activities to achieve mutually
beneficial resource management goals. Service
First authority has been used primarily for
colocating offices, joint permitting, shared
management, and single points-of-contact
(POCs) for resource programs.

Agencies that are not a part of Service First
may join the Service First agencies through
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necessary agreements in order to process
applications. For example, the Bureau of
Reclamation (BOR), Bureau of Indian Affairs
(BIA), and U.S. Army Corps of Engineers are
currently considering whether they should also
seek Service First authority.

The Agencies will prepare written guidance
on the types of further environmental and
regulatory reviews that will be required for
projects seeking to use Section 368 corridors.
The guidance will be used by the Agencies and
the applicant to ensure that all parties clearly
understand the application process and
supporting information required to make an
authorization decision to use a Section 368
corridor. Information presented in this PEIS
would be used to assist in developing the
guidance by describing project-specific potential
environmental impacts and providing
information that can be used to tier to site-
specific environmental reviews.

The implementation of Section 368
designated energy corridors will occur as
follows:

* Applications received by any of the
Agencies will undergo an initial review
to determine if the application meets
Section 368 planning criteria, including
a determination if the project crosses
multiple jurisdictional boundaries within
a state or is an interstate project. Partial
use of a designated Section 368 corridor
by an application will also be considered
in the review process. The review will
be conducted by a joint HQ office
staffed by BLM and FS employees who
are familiar with Section 368 corridors.

e If a proposal is approved as a
Section 368 corridor project, only
one application will be necessary to
proceed with the authorization process.
In addition, the proponent of the
application will be required to consider
all the mandatory TOPs.
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The affected agency officials will select
a responsible federal official who will
be assigned to the proposed project. The
official will have knowledge,
experience, and credentials similar to
current BLM national project managers.
The BLM national project managers are
very familiar with the policies and
procedures of multiple agencies and
jurisdictions, have experience working
with large projects and sophisticated
applicants, and can manage third-party
contracts, if necessary. The responsible
federal official will oversee all
processing of the applications, including
environmental reviews, construction
activities, post-construction monitoring,
and close-out issues, if needed.

Compatibility issues with other potential
energy transport projects that could be
colocated in the corridor (e.g., efficient
location of individual ROWs within the
corridor  boundaries)  would be
developed by the applicant in
consultation ~ with  the  federally
designated official.

Because a Section 368 corridor will
require only one application for federal
authorization, it will be necessary to
only produce one supporting
environmental review for each of the
various regulatory requirements. While
Section 7 (ESA) or Section 106 (NHPA)
reviews may need to be conducted on a
state-by-state basis, the lead responsible
federal official will coordinate all
reviews for any required regulatory
process associated with the application.

While the designated official will
oversee the application  process,
approval from officials in each affected
agency will be required to authorize a
project.

The Agencies will develop, as is
common under Service First processes,
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one cost share agreement, fee schedule,
and billing process for the applicant.
Included under the cost share agreement
will be an agreed to project schedule
that will be followed by both the
applicant and the federal agencies. In
addition, only one administrative record
will be required for each project
application.

* The Agencies will require and develop a
website for all projects that are seeking
approval to use Section 368 energy
transmission corridors. Within  this
common website, each project will have
an individual project website that will
contain all public information on the
project, including environmental review
and permitting documentation.

Future Section 368 Corridors

The Agencies will also consider the need for
future Section 368 corridors. The Agencies will
use their approved planning processes to
implement new Section 368 corridors. New
corridors will be considered for Section 368
status when an interstate or interagency
application is received by one or more if the
Agencies. The Agency (or Agencies if the
proposed route would cross federal lands
managed by multiple federal agencies) will then
conduct a review of the proposed route(s)
suggested in the application. The review will
first consider if the application meets Section
368 criteria (as developed within EPAct and
further considered in the PEIS and Records of
Decision [RODs])). If the application route(s) for
the project meet Section 368 criteria, then the
Agencies will amend their land use plans as
required by law, and a Section 368 corridor will
be designated. Once designated, Section 368
criteria (centerline, width, and designated uses)
will be defined and implemented in land use
plans. Also, all interagency operating procedures
(IOPs) presented in the final PEIS and other
considerations presented in the RODs signed by
each Agency would apply to the newly
designated corridor.
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S.6 ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT (ESA)
SECTION 7

S.6.1 ESA Section 7 Requirements

Section 7 of ESA directs each federal
agency, in consultation with the Secretary of the
Interior and the Secretary of Commerce, as
appropriate, to ensure that any action authorized,
funded, or carried out by the agency is not likely
to jeopardize the continued existence of any
listed threatened or endangered species or result
in the destruction or adverse modification of
critical habitat 3

Text Box S-1
Compliance with the National Historic
Preservation Act

The regulations for Section 106 encourage the
Agencies to integrate Section 106 compliance
with the NEPA process (36 CFR 800.8). Due to
the scope and scale of the Proposed Action, the
Agencies have chosen to implement this provision
in order to reduce redundancies when complying
with both laws; provide the broadest possible
opportunities and greatest convenience for the
public to review and consult on the Agencies’
proposed actions; and ensure that concerns
pertaining to historic properties are fully
integrated into the PEIS and the RODs (see
Section 3.10.1.2 of Volume I of the final PEIS).

Under Section 7 of ESA, those agencies that
authorize, fund, or carry out a federal action are
commonly known as “action agencies.” If an
action agency determines that its federal action
“may affect” listed species or critical habitat, it
must consult with the USFWS of the DOI or the
National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) of
the DOC (collectively known as the “Services™)

3 See ESA § 7; 16 USC 1536. The standard for
determining when federal agencies must consult
under ESA is different from the standard for
determining when federal agencies must prepare
an environmental impact statement under the
National Environmental Policy Act.
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or both, whichever has jurisdiction over the
species or habitat that may be affected.#

If an action agency determines that the
federal action will have no effect on listed
species or critical habitat, the action agency does
not initiate consultation with the Services and its
obligations under Section 7 are complete.

S.6.2 Agency Status under ESA Section 7

The DOI, USDA, and DOD have concluded
that they are action agencies for ESA purposes
because cach manages federal land where the
proposed energy corridors may be designated
under Section 368. Each action agency is tasked
with designating energy corridors on federal
land and incorporating these corridors into
appropriate land use plans by amending them.

The DOE has determined that it is not an
action agency because it does not manage any
federal lands where the proposed energy
corridors  would be  designated  under
Section 368. As such, the Proposed Action does
not involve any action by this agency to
incorporate the proposed corridors into any land
use plans that it may have issued.

S.6.3 Basis for the Action Agencies’
“No Effect” Determination under
Section 7 of ESA

In complying with their duties under
Section 7 of ESA, the action agencies have
examined the effects of designating federal land
under Section 368 through land use plan
amendments on listed species and critical
habitat. As a result of this examination, the
action agencies have determined that designating
corridors through land use plan amendments
would cause no effect on a listed species or on
critical habitat. This determination is based on
the following.

4 See 50 CFR 402.02, 402.13-14.
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The Proposed Action, designation of energy
corridors through amendment of land use plans,
is an administrative task that would not cause
any impact to listed species or critical habitat.
The land use plan amendments identify and
designate an area, identified by centerline,
corridor width, and compatible use, that will be
the preferred area to be used for Section 368
purposes. The Proposed Action does not
establish a precedent or create any legal right
that would allow ground-disturbing activities
within a designated energy corridor. Any
individual application for a ROW, permit, or
other authorization for Section 368 purposes at a
particular location within a designated energy
corridor could only be granted, in the future,
after it is subject to a full policy and legal review
at the time it is filed, including a review under
ESA and other applicable statutes. Moreover,
there is no guarantee that any particular
authorization will be granted; the action
agencies have discretion not only to deny an
application for a ROW, permit, or other
authorization for Section 368 purposes within a
designated corridor, but also to grant an
application for an authorization outside of a
designated energy corridor.

It is important to note that the effects of any
future activities that might occur as a result of
the grant of a ROW, permit, or other
authorization, following site-specific compliance
with ESA and other applicable laws, would not
be effects, direct or indirect, of the Proposed
Action at issue here. Further, until BLM or FS
receives an application for a ROW, permit, or
other authorization and adjudicates it, it is
impossible to determine what effects on listed
species or critical habitat might be “reasonably
certain to occur.”

For the above reasons, the action agencies
have determined that designating energy
corridors under Section 368 of EPAct and
incorporating these corridors in land use plans
would have no effect on listed threatened or
endangered species or critical habitat.

5-9
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The action agencies reach their “no effect”
determination not because listed species and
critical habitat are unlikely to be present in the
corridors described in the alternatives. To the
contrary, portions of the corridors would likely
include areas occupied by listed species or
within critical habitat.

The action agencies considered preparing a
biological assessment and initiating consultation
with USFWS and NMFS under Section 7(a)(2).
After discussing various approaches, the action
agencies  determined, however, that the
administrative action of amending a land use
plan to designate energy corridors would have
no effect on listed species or critical habitat.
Preparing a biological assessment before a site-
specific project had been proposed to the
agencies would be based largely on conjecture
and speculation. There would be simply no way
to know before such a site-specific proposal is
made whether the impacts to be assessed would
be those of an overhead electricity transmission
line or buried oil or gas pipeline or some
combination of uses. Further, without knowing
the specifics of when and where a project would
occur within a corridor, it would be impossible
to know what species, if any, would be affected
by these future projects. The agencies
considered whether it made sense to make
assumptions for the purposes of a biological
assessment, but were left with no credible basis
on which to make such assumptions. The
agencies determined such assumptions would be
speculative and not linked to the federal action
of designating energy corridors through land use
plan amendments. Any biological assessment
would be a speculative assessment of effects
from future site-specific projects, not of the
Proposed Action.

This is not to say that there would be no
Section 7 consultations (including preparation of
biological assessments or biological opinions,
where appropriate) on future actions that may
affect listed species or critical habitat. On the
contrary, as explained above, the action agencies
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fully expect that Section 7 compliance, including
consultations, if necessary, will be appropriate
as projects within a corridor are proposed. That
is, if an application for a ROW, permit, or other
authorization is received by an action agency for
lands within a designated corridor, further
compliance with Section 7 of ESA would be
initiated at that time.5 This may take the form of
preparation of a biological assessment by the
action agencies and issuance of a biological
opinion by USFWS and/or NMFS; a “may
affect, not likely to adversely affect”
determination by the action agencies with
Service concurrence; or a ‘“no effect”
determination by the action agencies. At such
time, any biological assessment, biological
opinion,  concurrence, or  “no  effect”
determination would be based on a detailed
ROW application describing the project, site,
and method of construction, all features lacking
at the present time.

In reaching their “no effect” determination,
the action agencies found no causal connection,
whether direct or indirect, between the
designation of energy corridors (through land
use plan amendment) and any effect on a listed
species or critical habitat. Designation of an
energy corridor neither guarantees that a ROW
application for lands within a corridor will be
granted, nor that an application for lands outside
a corridor will be denied. Any effects to a listed
species or critical habitat that might occur in a
corridor in the future and are simply unknown at
this time would be caused by the grant of a
ROW, permit, or other site-specific
authorization, following full policy and legal
review, including any consultation under
Section 7 of ESA.

5 Further, if a future site-specific proposal may
adversely affect essential fish habitat (EFH), the
action agencies would consult with NMFS, as
required by the Magnuson Stevens Fishery
Conservation and Management Act,
16 USC 1855(b)(2), prior to approval.
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S.7 WHAT ARE THE ALTERNATIVES
ANALYZED IN THIS PEIS?

The Agencies have identified two
reasonable alternatives:

1. No Action. No land would be designated
as a Section 368 corridor.

2. Proposed Action. Designation of
Section 368 energy corridors and
amendment of land use plans on federal
land. More than 6,000 miles of
Section 368 energy corridors would be
designated within federal lands in the
11 western states as identified by
environmental, engineering, and land
use screening criteria to reduce potential
environmental and land use conflicts.

These alternatives are considered in more
detail in Chapter 2 of this PEIS. As noted above,
the PEIS does not consider project-specific
activities at any specific locations in proposed
designated corridors because the proposed
designation does not involve or direct the
authorization of any specific projects.

S.8 WHY CONDUCT THE
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
UNDER THE NATIONAL
ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT?

Section 368 requires the Agencies to
conduct any “environmental reviews” necessary
to complete the designation of Section 368
energy corridors. The proposed designation of
more than 6,000 miles of Section 368 energy
corridors among the various agency land use
plans is a forward-looking response, mandated
by statute, to address a national concern.

The Agencies recognize that while
thousands of miles of corridors may be
designated, it is not possible to predict whether
or where future applicants would seek to site
their projects; nor is it possible to predict with
specificity the type of projects that may be
proposed at a particular location (e.g., an
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underground pipeline as opposed to an above-
ground transmission line); nor is it possible to
predict whether such site-specific projects that
may be proposed in the future would involve
electricity, gas, hydrogen, or oil energy transport
systems. As such, at this time it would be
speculative and neither practicable nor possible
to evaluate environmental impacts associated
with such potential site-specific projects. As
discussed below, in the event that site-specific
projects would be proposed in the future in areas
located within designated corridors, such
individual projects would be subject to
appropriate environmental review and analysis.

Quantifiable and accurate evaluation of
impacts at the local scale can be made only in
response to an actual proposed energy project,
when a proposal for an action with specific
environmental consequences exists. Until a site-
specific project is presented to the Agencies and
the project is evaluated, authorized, and
implemented, the land and resources within a
designated energy corridor would rtemain
unchanged.

The PEIS addresses the potential direct,
indirect, and cumulative impacts that are
possible when energy corridors are included in
amended land use plans. In addition, the PEIS
includes an analysis of types of potential impacts
that could result from a typical energy
transmission project, irrespective of its location
on the landscape. By analyzing and presenting
possible project-related impacts from future
actions, the PEIS provides invaluable
information for future site-specific
environmental reviews.

S.9 WHY ARE THE AGENCIES
PREPARING A PROGRAMMATIC
ANALYSIS?

NEPA requires that federal agencies prepare
a “detailed statement for major federal actions
significantly affecting the quality of the human
environment.”® Here, the Agencies have

6 NEPA § 102(2).
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concluded that preparing a PEIS at this time to
examine programmatic environmental concerns
is appropriate.

The decision to prepare an EIS for a
programmatic action such as that described by
Section 368 is supported by Council on
Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations at
Title 40, Part 1502.4(b), of the Code of Federal
Regulations (40 CFR 1502.4(b)), which state
that “Environmental Impact Statements may be
prepared and are sometimes required, for
broad federal actions such as the adoption of
new  agency programs or regulations
(Section 1508.8). Agencies shall prepare
statements on broad actions so that they are
relevant to policy and are timed to coincide with
meaningful points in agency planning and
decision making.”

Preparing a PEIS now is consistent with the
CEQ regulations, which encourage agencies to
“integrate the NEPA process with other planning
at the earliest possible time to insure that
planning and decisions reflect environmental
values, to avoid delays later in the process, and
to head off potential conflicts.”7 Further,
preparation of a PEIS provides an established
and familiar vehicle to examine potential
environmental concerns.8

A PEIS also allows for early public
participation in the Section 368 energy corridor
designation process through a mechanism
familiar to interested members of the public. The
designation of several thousand miles of energy
transportation corridors is a large task. The PEIS
allows the Agencies to seek public input through
open comment periods and public forums where
concerns regarding Section 368 energy corridors
can be raised. Public review and comment on the

7 40 CFR 1501.2.

8 BLM regulations also provide that BLM conduct
a NEPA review prior to any amendment to its
federal land resource and management plans
(43 CFR 1610.5-5). The BLM, as well as the FS,
have existing land resource and management
plans in the areas included in the proposed
Section 368 energy corridor designation.
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draft PEIS resulted in a number of changes that
were incorporated into the final PEIS.

Additionally, this PEIS may greatly assist
subsequent, site-specific analyses for individual
project proposals by allowing the Agencies to
incorporate the relevant provisions of this PEIS
into those later analyses, as required by
Section 368. For example, if an applicant should
apply for a specific ROW within a Section 368
energy corridor, the participating Agencies will
have interagency operating procedures (IOPs),
management  practices, and mitigation
procedures developed in the PEIS available for
application to individual projects secking to use
Section 368 corridors.

The process used to select the corridor
locations applied a number of environmental,
engineering, and land use screening criteria that
served to reduce potential environmental and
land use conflicts. This process and the analysis
presented in the PEIS will provide the Agencies
with useful information and analysis to inform
future decisions.

S.10 WHAT IS THE SCOPE OF THE
PEIS?

The scope of the analysis in the PEIS
includes a programmatic assessment of the
potential positive and negative environmental,
social, and economic impacts of the alternatives.
The Agencies examined the direct, indirect, and
cumulative impacts of future projects consistent
with corridor designation. The programmatic
analyses conducted in preparation of the PEIS
are based on currently available and credible
scientific information.

As a programmatic evaluation, this PEIS
does not evaluate site-specific issues associated
with potential individual energy transport
projects. The combined and individual effects of
location-specific and project-specific impacts
are not foreseeable at the Section 368 energy
corridor designation stage. Therefore, the
Agencies do not speculate about project-specific

S-12
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impacts that required knowing the actual
location of an individual project in this PEIS.
Local and project-specific impacts would be
evaluated in the future at the individual-project
level, and site-specific impacts would be
addressed during individual project reviews.
Individual project analyses, reviews, and
approvals and denials may tier off the PEIS, thus
using and referencing the information, analyses,
and conclusions presented in the PEIS to
supplement the project-specific reviews and
analyses. However, individual project-specific
decision making will not be supplanted by the
PEIS.

S.11 WHAT ARE THE PLANNING
DECISIONS THAT ARE BEING
PROPOSED IN THIS PEIS?

Upon signing RODs, the BLM, FS§, and, if
applicable, the DOD would amend their
respective affected land use plans to incorporate
the corridor designation. Corridor designation on
these federal lands would be defined by a set of
land areas, derived from a centerline and
designated width and categorized by compatible
uses to accommodate future proposed energy
transport projects. (Refer to Appendix A for the
list of Agency land use plans proposed to be
amended upon issuing the RODs.)

For national wildlife refuges, the National
Wildlife Refuge System Administration Act of
1966 (NWRSAA) (16 USC 668dd-ce), as
amended, requires that these areas be
administered by the Secretary of the Interior
through the USFWS. Only the USFWS is
delegated the authority to approve uses on a
national wildlife refuge. The NWRSAA requires
that any use of a national wildlife refuge must be
compatible with refuge purposes and the mission
of the National Wildlife Refuge System.

The USFWS has promulgated regulations
(50 CFR 29) and developed policy
(Compatibility 603 FW2, Appropriate Refuge
Uses 603 FW 1) to implement the NWRSAA’s
mandates on administration of refuge uses,
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especially as these relate to compatible use. The
compatibility policy states that uses that the
USFWS reasonably may anticipate to fragment
or reduce the quality or quantity of habitats on a
national wildlife refuge will not be compatible
(603 FW 2 Section 2.5A). Further, a use cannot
be made compatible through compensatory
mitigations, and if the proposed use cannot be
made compatible with stipulations, the USFWS
cannot allow the use (603 FW 2 Section 2.11 C).

The programmatic identification of energy
corridors across national wildlife refuge lands
through the PEIS in and of itself does not trigger
the compatibility determination requirement
under the NWRSAA. Specific establishment and
construction of energy transmission facilities
and infrastructure on a refuge would trigger
reviews of appropriateness and compatibility.

As specified in Section 368, these energy
corridors would be designated only on federal
lands, not Tribal, state, or other nonfederal
(e.g., private) lands. Applicants would be
required to identify preferred project-specific
routes within the designated corridors and plan
for gaining authorization to cross nonfederal
lands. Project applicants would secure
authorizations across nonfederal lands in the
same manner that they currently do, independent
of the application process for corridors on
federal lands.

S.12 WHAT KINDS OF OUTREACH
ACTIVITIES DID THE PEIS
PROJECT UNDERTAKE?

A Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare the
PEIS, amend relevant agency land use plans, and
conduct public scoping meetings, as well as a
notice of floodplain and wetlands involvement,
was published in Volume 70 of the Federal
Register (70 FR 187, 56647) on September 28,
2005. The Agencies advertised the opportunity
for the public to become involved through a
“scoping” process, in which interested parties
could comment on the scope and content of the

Scoping Comments -- Comments and Responses
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PEIS. The Agencies conducted scoping for the
PEIS from September 28 to November 28, 2005.

To encourage public participation, the
Agencies  provided multiple ways to
communicate about issues and  submit
comments. The NOI identified five methods by
which the public could submit comments or
suggestions to the Agencies on the preparation
of the PEITS:

¢ Public scoping meetings,

»  Traditional mail delivery,

¢ Facsimile transmission (fax),
» Telephone, and

¢« Public Web site with automated
comment form.

Public scoping meetings were held in
each of the 11 potentially affected states. At
each meeting location, two meetings were
scheduled on the same day: one in the afternoon,
and the other in the evening. All comments,
regardless of how they were submitted, were
considered in the preparation of the draft PEIS.
Comments were received from industry, state
and local governments, Tribal Nations,
environmental organizations, and unaffiliated
individuals.

The Agencies also provided the public with
maps of the preliminary corridor routes and
alternatives in June 2006. The public was asked
to comment on the routes and provide the
Agencies with suggestions and recommend-
ations on the preliminary routes. The Agencies
used the information provided by the public to
assist in developing the Proposed Action
presented in the draft PEIS.

The Agencies conducted a number of
meetings after the scoping period with the
11 western governors and/or their appointed
staff. The meetings provided the project team
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with the opportunity to brief the governors and
their staff members on the status of the PEIS.
Discussion centered on the issues brought up
during the public scoping period, data that each
state could provide related to corridor location
constraints and opportunities, and state-specific
items related to energy planning environmental
concerns and stakeholder involvement.

The Agencies sought government-to-
government consultation with Indian Tribes as
set out in Executive Order 13175, “Consultation
and  Coordination with  Indian  Tribal
Governments” (65 FR 67249, November 6,
2000), and within policies of the individual
agencies. These ongoing consultations are
intended to ensure that the designation of energy
corridors considers and accounts for the interests
of Indian Tribes throughout the NEPA process.
These consultations also will assist the Agencies
in compliance with Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) during the
NEPA process.

Because of the potential scale of
consultation activities, a range of information
exchange and consultation activities were
employed. Tribes were encouraged to participate
in scoping and comment avenues open to all
citizens, and were encouraged to use familiar
and established channels of communication with
local Agency personnel to get and give
information. In addition, special regional Tribal
information meetings were held. The Tribal
information meetings were intended to provide
the basis for follow-up government-to-
government consultation. A government-to-
government consultation section was included
on the project Web site (http://corridoreis.
anl.gov), an interagency Tribal Consultation
Working Group was established, and a central
point of contact for receiving and tracking Tribal
information requests was established.

During the public scoping period, potentially
affected Tribes were contacted by mail from
either BLM state directors or FS regional
foresters. The letters outlined the scoping
process and encouraged the Tribes to submit
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scoping comments at scoping meetings, by mail
or electronically through the project Web site.
Nine Tribes or Tribal Nations presented issues
and concerns to the project team through the
public scoping process.

In April 2006, following the scoping period,
the DOE sent a letter to Tribes in the 11 western
states inviting Tribal representatives to regional
information meetings to be held in May
throughout the West. Twenty-nine Tribes sent
representatives to these meetings where the
project was discussed, Tribal concerns were
aired, and Tribes were invited to enter into
consultation. The Tribes were also invited to
comment on the draft corridor map to be
released in June 2006. Five Tribes submitted
comments on the map. All invited Tribes
received a summary report on the meetings and
updated statewide corridor maps. Later, letters
inviting consultation and summarizing the
information presented at the Tribal meetings
were sent to 13 additional Tribes with traditional
territorial claims in the 11 western states, but
with reservations in other states.

Before the release of the draft PEIS,
45 federally recognized Tribes entered into some
form of one-on-one dialogue with the Agencies.
As early as the scoping process, Tribes began to
accept the invitation to enter into government-
to-government consultation.

In mid-October 2007, the DOE sent letters
to the leaders of all 250 federally recognized
Tribes informing them that the draft PEIS was
soon to be released and explaining how to obtain
copies. Copies of this letter were also sent to all
Tribal Historic Preservation Officers. In
addition, letters were sent to the presidents of all
107 Navajo chapters and the leaders of the bands
that make up the Paiute Indian Tribe of Utah.
Beginning on November 7, 2007, copies of the
draft PEIS were mailed to all 250 federally
recognized Tribes, the Navajo chapters, and the
Paiute  bands. Copies were provided
electronically on CDs unless the Tribe had
specifically requested paper copies.
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The distribution of the draft stimulated
additional interest in the PEIS, and 30 more
Tribes made contact with the Agencies and
entered into some form of discussion. Tribes
were free to enter into consultation with the
Agencies at any level, but were not required to
do so. Additional outreach was extended to
those Tribes whose reservations are adjacent to
or closely approached by the proposed corridors.
They were contacted by local Agency
representatives to ensure that they were aware of
the proposed corridors and to invite them once
again to participate in  government-to-
government consultation.

The Agencies were assisted with the
preparation of the draft PEIS by two states, three
county governments, two conservation districts,
and onec Tribe, cach of which requested
cooperating status.? The nonfederal entities
entered into cooperating status by directly
contacting the Apgencies and requesting
cooperating status. The role of the cooperating
agencies was to provide information to the
Agencies on environmental, economic, and
social issues to be considered during the corridor
identification process. The California Energy
Commission represented the State of California,
and in coordination with the BLM and FS,
established an interagency team of federal and
state agencies to ensure that the state’s energy
and infrastructure needs, renewable ecnergy
generation policy goals, and environmental
concerns were considered in the PEIS. The other
cooperating agencies also provided information
on Tribal, state, or local issues that could assist
the Agencies in siting corridors and developing
the PEIS.

9 The cooperating entities were the State of
Wyoming; the Coeur d’Alene Tribe; Lincoln,
Sweetwater, and Uinta counties, Wyoming; and
Sweetwater and Uinta conservation districts,
Wyoming.
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The Agencies maintain a public involvement
Web site  for interested stakcholders at
http://corridoreis.anl.gov. The public Web site
provided an online public comment form that
was used by individuals and organizations to
send comments and supporting information
during the public comment period for the draft
PEIS. Currently, the Web site provides access to
all public comments received on the draft PEIS.
The site also contains the final PEIS. In addition,
the Web site contains other technical documents,
maps of the corridor locations, a spatial database
of land ownership and land resources that is
available for download to local computers,
project background information, and overall
project status and schedule. Members of the
public can request electronic e-mail updates and
news, which are then automatically sent to them.

As of October 16, 2008, more than
750,000 Web pages were viewed in 218,145
user sessions by 59,314 visitors. Currently, more
than 2,230 individuals and/or organizations are
receiving project updates via e-mail. More than
120 scoping documents and more than 560 draft
PEIS public comment documents were
submitted to the Agencies via the Web site
(most public comment documents contained
numerous individual comments and supporting
information). In addition, more than 58,000 text
documents and 41,000 draft corridor maps have
been downloaded from the Web site.

A Notice of Availability (NOA) for the
public release of the draft PEIS was published in
the Federal Register on November 16, 2007. In
addition, the governors and all federally
recognized Tribes in the 11 western states were
notified of the upcoming release of the draft
PEIS.

The public was invited to comment on the
draft PEIS from November 16, 2007, until
February 14, 2008. All comments received or
postmarked by Thursday, February 14, 2008,
were considered as the Agencies produced the
final PEIS.
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Over 600 printed copies and 1,300 CDs
containing electronic versions of the draft PEIS
were express-mailed to members of the public
and other interested parties upon release of the
draft PEIS to the public (Appendix D). A form
to request printed or digital versions of the draft
PEIS was maintained on the project’s public
Web site. Copies of the draft PEIS were also
placed in all local agency field offices (BLM
and FS), 9 DOE reading rooms, and at 15 major
libraries in the West. In addition, the project’s
public Web site allowed persons with an Internet
connection to download an electronic version of
the draft PEIS to their local computer.
Approximately, 14,000 individuals and/or
organizations provided comments on the draft
PEIS. The total number of substantive comments
exceeded 3,500.

In addition to the public comment period,
project managers from the Agencies held a
number of informational meetings on the draft
PEIS with interested members of the public,
industry and environmental organizations, and
state and local governments.

S.13 WHAT ARE THE ALTERNATIVES
EVALUATED IN THIS PEIS?

Two alternatives are analyzed in detail in the
PEIS: (1) No Action: no Section 368 energy
corridors would be designated on federal lands,
and (2) Proposed Action: designation of Section
368 energy corridors on federal land and
amendment of land use or equivalent plans for
the affected lands.

S.13.1 No Action Alternative

Under the No Action Alternative,
there would be no designation of Section 368
energy corridors on federal lands in the West,
and the siting and development of future energy
transport projects would continue following
existing federal authority and agency-specific
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permitting practices. In general, all public lands,
unless otherwise designated, segregated, or
withdrawn, are available for ROW authorization
by the appropriate land management agency
under the FLPMA. Current federal agency
practices for permitting energy transport ROWs
and ensuring maximum consistency with
existing land use or equivalent plans would be
followed for each proposed ROW. Applicants
for ROWs would continue to identify and
evaluate alternative ROW routes following
current federal and state regulations, policies,
and permitting processes and requirements.
There are currently about 32,000 miles of large
(>12-inch diameter) oil and gas pipelines and
49,000 miles of large (230 kV and greater)
electricity transmission lines on federal and
nonfederal lands in the West which were sited
and authorized in this manner. There would be
relatively little West-wide coordination for siting
and permitting energy transport projects on
federal lands in order to meet current and future
energy needs in the 11 western states.

Under current permitting processes and
procedures, applicants identify their preferred
project-specific ROWSs crossing federal and
nonfederal lands. Affected federal land
managers evaluate the ROW proposals and work
with the applicants to identify an acceptable
ROW route across the affected land
management unit either based on consistency
with approved land use or equivalent plans or
through a potential plan amendment. In addition,
there are numerous energy corridors that have
previously been designated on federal lands by
individual BLM field offices and FS national
forests that may be used for future energy
transport projects. For large projects affecting
more than one federal land management agency,
a joint permitting approach is often used, with a
lead agency identified to be in charge of the
NEPA analysis and documentation. Individual
land use decisions, necessary plan amendments,
and ROW authorizations are then processed by
each agency.
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Development of future energy transport
projects on federal land would be required to
comply with current agency-specific ROW
authorizing and permitting processes and
requirements regarding environmental review,
construction, operation, and decommissioning.
Project siting and design must be consistent with
the land use or equivalent plans for the lands to
be crossed by the project. Future energy
transport  projects would continue to be
evaluated on an individual, project-by-project
basis, and applicants would need to identify and
evaluate alternative ROW locations as part of
the authorization and permitting processes.
Amendment of land use or equivalent plans to
incorporate  project-specific ROWs  would
similarly be conducted on a project-by-project
and agency-by-agency basis, and there would be
no assurance of consistency in siting and
evaluation of proposed energy transport projects
crossing federal lands.

S.13.2 Proposed Action Alternative:
Designate Section 368 Energy
Corridors and Amend Land Use
Plans on Federal Lands

Under the Proposed Action Alternative,
there would be 131 Section 368 energy
corridors, totaling approximately 6,112 miles in
length, designated in the West. Section 368
corridors would occur in all 11 western states
and would be designated for pipeline and
transmission line (multimodal) use, with a width
of 3,500 feet, unless specified otherwise because
of environmental or management constraints or
local designations.

A corridor width of 3,500 feet was selected
by the Agencies for the Section 368 energy
corridors (Text Box S-2). This width would
provide sufficient room to support multiple
energy transport systems. Even with the
topographic, environmental, or regulatory
constraints encountered during the corridor
siting process (see Section 2.2.1), a 3,500-foot
width could be placed on many federal lands
while avoiding many sensitive resources and
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Text Box S-2
Proposed 3,500-foot Corridor Width

» Provides sufficient width to accommodate the
construction and operation of multiple projects
and their supporting infrastructure.

» Provides flexibility within a corridor to route
project-specific ROWs around important
resources that may be encountered during
project-specific analyses.

areas. A 3,500-foot corridor width would also
provide additional project siting flexibility
(“wiggle room”) within corridors for technical
or engineering reasons or for routing project-
specific ROWSs around important resources that
may be identified during project-specific
analyses within the corridors.

Table S-1 presents the total lengths and
acreages of the corridors that would be
designated under the Proposed Action in each of
the 11 western states. The vast majority of the
proposed corridors in each state fall on lands
managed by BLM except in Washington where
50 of the 51 miles of proposed corridors would
occur on lands managed by the FS; no proposed
corridors would fall on lands managed by DOE.
The proposed corridors have a total surface area
of about 3.3 million acres, and approximately
71% (4,347 miles) of the total miles (6,112
miles) of proposed corridors follow or
incorporate existing developed transportation or
utility ROWs.

The Proposed Action incorporates energy
corridors (or portions of these corridors) that are
currently identified in federal land use plans.
Some BLM field offices and FS national forests
have currently “locally designated” energy
corridors. These corridors are designated within
their respective land management plans for use
by energy transport projects proposed for those
specific lands, and some of these local corridors
currently have one or more energy transport
projects and ROWs within their boundaries.
While these local energy corridors are
designated for use by energy transport projects,
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TABLE S-1 Number, Total Linear Miles, and Acres of Federal Energy Corridors Designated

under Section 368 as the Proposed Action

Percentage of

Length
Miles Incorporating
Miles Incorporating Existing
TIncorporating Existing Developed
Number Existing Developed Utility and
of Miles of Corridor Area Developed Transportation  Transportation

State Corridors Corridors (acres) Utility ROWs? ROWs? ROWsb
Arizona 16 650 386,567 505 74 81
California 20 823 672,503 684 304 86
Colorado 19 426 260,954 354 59 86
Idaho 14 314 123,108 173 39 60
Montana 8 236 49,308 51 36 33
Nevada 34 1,622 904,771 973 276 69
New 4 293 121,064 225 31 7

Mexico

Oregon 12 565 230,593 240 72 54
Utah 14 692 370,382 371 155 68
Washington 2 51 6,198 51 9 100
Wyoming 18 438 185,592 286 82 72
Total 131¢ 6,1124 3.311,041¢ 3.914 1,138 71

@ Miles of corridors that would be designated under the Proposed Action that follow or incorporate authorized

ROWs with existing utility or transportation infrastructur:

Because some proposed corridor locations may inco:

€.

rporate both “developed utility” and “developed

transportation”™ ROWSs, the stated percentages cannot be obtained by simply summing the mileages of the
existing utility and transportation ROWs, since summing these mileage estimates would overestimate the

actual mileages of developed ROWSs within the proposed

corridors.

¢ The total is then the sum of the state numbers because some corridors cross state boundaries, and these are

included in each appropriate state total.

4 Slight difference between indicated total and the sum of t

in many cases these corridors were not situated
in locations where future development of energy
transport projects would address the reliability,
redundancy, or congestion of the western
electricity grid, nor to enhance energy transport
across and within the western United States.

Not all of the locally designated corridors
used in the Proposed Action Alternative have
widths of 3,500 feet or are designated for
multimodal use, as some of the locally
designated corridors are specified for only one
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he stated entries is due to rounding.

type of energy transport (e.g., pipeline only,
electricity transmission only). Some locally
designated corridors have specified widths
greater than, and others less than, the preferred
3,500-foot  width. For locally designated
corridors with widths greater than 3,500 feet, the
locally designated width was directly retained
for the Proposed Action. Where possible, the
widths of narrow locally designated corridors
were expanded up to 3,500 feet (as allowable by
environmental or other constraints) and given
multimodal use designation.

For Internal Use Only -- 11/06/2009 15:46 PM



Final WWEC PEIS

Designation of the proposed energy
corridors would require the amendment of as
many as 165 land management or equivalent
plans for the federal lands where the corridors
are located.

S.13.2.1 How Were the Proposed
Section 368 Energy
Corridor Locations Sited?

Energy corridors were located to provide for
the West-wide transport and distribution of
energy (electricity, oil, natural gas, and
hydrogen) between supply and demand areas in
the 11 western states while avoiding sensitive
resources and land wuse and regulatory
constraints to the fullest extent possible. If
developed with energy transport projects, the
corridors would also aid in alleviating to some
extent congestion problems associated with
electricity transmission in the West. Energy
corridor locations were selected using a
systematic four-step siting process
(Figure 2.2-3).

These steps are summarized below.

1. First (Step 1), the Agencies developed
an “unrestricted” conceptual West-wide
network of energy transport paths that
addressed the need to connect energy
supply areas (regardless of energy type)
with demand centers and provide for the
long-distance transport of energy, and
that also could meet the requirements
and objectives of Section 368,
regardless of land ownership or
environmental or regulatory issues.

2. Next (Step 2), the locations of individual
segments of the conceptual network
defined in Step 1 were examined and
revised to avoid nonfederal lands as well
as major known environmental, land
use, and regulatory constraints (such as
topography, wilderness areas, cultural
resources, military test and training
areas, and Tribal and state natural and

San Luis Valley—Calumet-Comanche Transmission Project
Scoping Comments -- Comments and Responses

November 2008

cultural resource areas, etc.). This
revision of corridor locations was based
on an analysis of GIS-based data from
multiple sources (BLM, FS, USFWS,
State Historic Preservation Offices,
USGS, DOE, and DOD). The revision
resulted in a preliminary Section 368
energy corridor network that avoided
private, state, and Tribal lands, many
important known natural and cultural
resources, and many areas incompatible
with energy transport corridors because
of regulatory or land use constraints
while meeting the requirements and
objectives of Section 368.

Next (Step 3), the locations of the
Section 368 corridors developed in
Step 2 were further adjusted using
corridor-specific  input from local
federal land managers and staff. These
managers and staff evaluated the
preliminary corridor locations on their
respective  administrative  units and
adjusted the corridor locations to further
avoid important or sensitive resources
and to ensure consistency with resource
management objectives described in
each unit’s land wuse plans, while
meeting the requirements and objectives
of Section 368.

Lastly (Step 4), following issuance of
the draft PEIS in November 2007 for
public review, the corridor locations
presented in the draft PEIS were further
evaluated and revised, as appropriate, in
response to concerns expressed by the
public, states and Tribes, local
governments, nongovernmental
organizations, and other stakeholders
during the public comment period for
the draft PEIS and during government-
to-government  consultations. During
Step 4, the corridor locations were
further refined to incorporate new
information from federal land and
resource managers to ensure consistency
with local federal land management
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responsibilities and  further avoid
sensitive resources to the fullest extent
possible.

While this siting process considered all
current and expected forms of energy
(e.g., electricity, oil, natural gas, hydrogen),
energy generation (e.g., coal-fired power plants,
hydropower, solar and wind generation), and
energy transport system (e.g., pipelines,
electricity  transmission  lines), additional
emphasis was given to electricity transmission
because of the interconnected nature of the
electricity transmission and congestion issues
currently facing the West. Throughout the
corridor siting process, comments received from
the public and other stakeholders on corridor
locations were considered with regard to both
the need for energy corridors in specific
locations and the desire to avoid or minimize
impacts to environmental resources.

S.13.2.1.1 Step 1 - Develop an
Unrestricted Conceptual
West-wide Energy
Transport Network

The first step in identitying potential energy
corridors  was the development of an
“unrestricted” conceptual West-wide energy
transport network. This network represents an
interconnected set of paths along which energy
could theoretically move throughout the western
states.

Energy demand areas were considered to be
the major metropolitan centers in each of the
11 western states, such as San Diego, Los
Angeles, San Francisco, Las Vegas, Phoenix,
Albuquerque, Denver, Salt Lake City, Scattle,
Portland, Boise, Billings, and Cheyenne.

Energy supply areas were considered to
include areas with existing high or growing
electricity generating capacity, such as areas
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with numerous small-capacity or several high-
capacity electricity generating units, and current
natural gas facilities; areas with potential
renewable energy (such as wind, geothermal,
and solar energy) development; and areas of
known coal, oil, and natural gas reserves or
production (including energy resources in oil
shale and tar sand deposits) that could be
developed in the future.

Section 368 directs the Agencies to take into
account the need for upgraded and new
electricity transmission and distribution facilities
to relieve congestion of the national electricity
grid. Congestion of the grid can be relieved, in
part, by locating electricity transmission projects
in locations that would provide additional paths
around or through electricity transmission
bottlenecks (e’ congestion points).
Development of the unrestricted conceptual
West-wide energy transport network took into
account the locations of current and future
transmission constraints and identified potential
paths where new projects could help facilitate
current and future electricity transmission.

During public scoping, approximately 210
individuals, Tribes, and organizations provided
comments on the scope of the PEIS. Many
comments requested that specific existing or
planned energy transport project ROWs be
designated as Section 368 energy corridors;
these suggested corridors range in length from
relatively short corridors of less than 100 miles
to ones that are hundreds of miles in length and
cross one or more states. The majority of the
commentors were concerned with electricity
transmission; fewer were concerned with natural
gas, oil, or hydrogen transport. Several
commentors discussed the need for electricity
transmission corridors that would support
renewable energy projects. The proposed energy
corridors, totaling more than 6,112 miles in
length, received from the public suggest where
energy transport paths may be needed within the
11 western states.
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S.13.2.1.2 Step 2 — Identify the
Preliminary Energy
Corridors on Federal Lands

The unrestricted conceptual West-wide
energy transport network developed in Step 1
does not consider physical, environmental, or
regulatory  constraints, or land ownership.
Because Section 368 specifies the designation of
energy transport corridors only on federal land,
Step 2 focused on identifying potential corridors
that would:

1. Be consistent with the unrestricted
conceptual West-wide energy transport
network, and thus provide paths for
connecting current and future energy
supply and demand areas that could, if
used by future electricity transmission
projects, improve reliability, relieve
congestion, and enhance the capability
of the national grid to deliver electricity;
and

2. Meet the Section 368 requirement of
designating corridors only on federal
land.

The identification of preliminary energy
corridors  also took into account several
“location” factors that affected where a corridor
may or may not be located on federal land.
These factors included (1) locations of important
natural and cultural resources, (2) locations of
military training and testing areas, (3) DOD
restricted airspace, (4) regulatory stipulations
preventing siting of certain activities or
infrastructure  on  specific  lands, and
(5) environmental concerns identified during
scoping. Corridors were located to avoid these
arcas, resources, and lands to the maximum
extent possible, although not all important or
sensitive resources could be avoided.

Preliminary energy corridors were identified
by examining each of the unrestricted
conceptual West-wide energy transport network
corridors and adjusting corridor locations to
avoid conflicts with applicable location factors
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(Table 2.2-7) to the maximum extent possible.
For example, the number of national parks,
monuments, and recreation areas crossed by the
unrestricted conceptual network decreased from
29 to 15 following Step 2; the number of
national wildlife refuges crossed decreased from
15 to 12; and the number of wilderness areas
crossed decreased from 58 to 27. In addition,
existing ROWs (including those for energy
transport and roads and highways) in the vicinity
of the conceptual energy transport network were
identified and examined for possible use in
locating Section 368 corridors. Consideration of
existing ROWs can expedite the siting and
designation of Section 368 energy corridors
because for many of these ROWSs, project-
specific impact analyses and amendments to
land use plans have already been completed. The
unrestricted conceptual energy transport network
corridors were moved, where possible, to take
advantage of existing ROWSs, following existing
infrastructure in order to avoid placing corridors
in  “greenfield” (undeveloped) locations.
Additional adjustments in corridor locations to
further avoid sensitive resources and arcas were
made during Steps 3 and 4 of the corridor siting
process.

S.13.2.1.3 Step 3 — Refine the
Section 368 Energy Corridor
Locations

Following identification of preliminary
energy corridors on federal lands, agency
personnel involved with the management of
federal lands that would be crossed by the
preliminary corridors were asked to examine the
corridor locations and identify any additional
location adjustments that would further avoid
important resources or arcas, and to confirm that
the corridor locations would be consistent with
the specific management needs of each land
management unit (such as a BLM field office or
a FS national forest).

Corridor data in a GIS database was
provided to approximately 55 FS national forest
offices, 74 BLM district and field offices, and
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17 DOD facilities that could be crossed by the
preliminary  corridors. In  addition, this
information was also provided to the national
office of the USFWS for its use in examining
preliminary corridors that may be crossing
national wildlife refuges or other USFWS-
managed areas. The managers and staff of these
federal lands were asked to use this information,
together with their unique, site-specific
knowledge of sensitive resources, management
activities, and compatible land uses, to provide
(together with detailed supporting rationale)
corridor  location adjustments to  further
minimize potential conflicts with management
responsibilities, important resources, and other
location factors while providing consistency
with current land use plans.

S.13.2.1.4 Step 4 — Refinement of
the Draft PEIS
Section 368 Energy
Corridors

The draft PEIS was issued for public
comment on November 16, 2007. During the
90-day comment period, the Agencies received
comments from state and local governments and
agencies, nongovernmental organizations (such
as environmental groups), the general public,
and other stakeholders. The Agencies have also
been conducting government-to-government
consultations with Tribal governments and have
received comments on corridor locations from a
number of Tribes.

The Agencies examined each of the draft
PEIS corridor locations for which comments
were received and, working closely with federal
land and resource managers, state and local
governments and agencies, Tribes, and other
potentially affected stakeholders, examined
adjustments to individual corridor segments with
reference to the criteria established in this PEIS
for siting corridor locations. When adjustments
met the established criteria and improved the
location of the corridors, adjustments were
accepted. In many cases, the Agencies were able
to adjust corridor locations to avoid conflicts
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with important resources that were not known at
the time of the draft (such as important grizzly
bear and pygmy rabbit habitat in southern
Montana and northern Idaho), and to avoid areas
of concern raised by Tribes, the public, and
other stakeholders regarding the corridor
locations.

S.14 HOW MUCH DID THE
CORRIDORS CHANGE BETWEEN
THE PRELIMINARY CORRIDOR
NETWORK AND THE FINAL
CORRIDOR LOCATIONS?

The 4-step corridor siting process resulted in
a set of Section 368 energy corridors on federal
lands in the 11 western states. Following
development of the conceptual network in Step 1
of the siting process, the Agencies made
numerous adjustments and refinements to the
corridor locations in order to avoid or minimize
conflicts with important or sensitive resources
and lands and conflicts with federal land and
resource management responsibilities and
current land use (or equivalent) plans, while
meeting the purpose and need for the Proposed
Action. In many areas, there was relatively little
adjustment to the corridor locations between
Steps 2 and 4 of the siting process. In other
areas, major changes were required in corridor
location. In these areas, corridor locations,
characteristics, and compatible uses were
revised to address concerns related to wildlife
habitat, wildfire concerns, local government
concerns, and avoidance of sensitive areas (such
as national wildlife refuges). As a result of the
Step 3 and 4 cormridor evaluations and
adjustments, the number of national wildlife
refuge crossings dropped from 12 crossings in
Step 2 to 2 crossings after Step 4; wilderness
area crossings decreased from 27 to 0, and
roadless areas from 17 to 5.

As a result of the Step 4 revisions to the
corridors, the total corridor length increased
from the draft to the final PEIS by less than
60 miles, while total corridor area increased by
about 12% (from about 2.9 million acres in the
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draft PEIS to about 3.3 million acres in the final
PEIS). The increase in total corridor length is
due largely to changes in the alignment or
location of some corridor segments. About 35%
of the total corridor areas changed (either
increased or decreased depending on the specific
corridor location) between the draft and the final
PEIS. At some locations, the corridor widths
identified in the draft PEIS were reduced to
address resource concerns identified by local
Agency resource staff as well as those raised by
the public. The overall 12% increase in corridor
area is due largely to an increase in the width of
some corridor segments, which were made to
directly adopt the widths of locally designated
corridors. About 89% of the corridors remained
unchanged in the final PEIS from the draft PEIS.

S.15 WHAT LAND USE PLAN
AMENDMENTS AND
INTERAGENCY PERMITTING
COORDINATION WOULD BE
REQUIRED UNDER THE
PROPOSED ACTION?

Designation of Section 368 energy corridors
under the Proposed Action would require the
amendment of agency-specific land use or
equivalent plans to incorporate the designated
corridors. Affected plans would be those for
federal administrative units crossed by the
Section 368 energy corridors. Plan amendments
may also be required for administrative units
crossed by future energy transport projects
developed under the No Action Alternative.
Analyses conducted in this PEIS would support
the amendment of approved land use plans for
federal lands where Section 368 energy
corridors would be designated.

The plan amendments for the Proposed
Action would include (1) the identification of
specific  Section 368 energy corridors by
centerline, width, and compatible energy uses
and restrictions (such as pipeline only or
electricity transmission with a restricted tower
height); and (2) the adoption of mandatory
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interagency operating procedures that would be
implemented on a corridor- and project-specific
basis. Only those plans where Section 368
energy corridors would be located would be
amended. Corridor-related amendments would
be applied to approved existing land use plans
when each agency-specific ROD for this PEIS is
signed. Plans that are currently undergoing
revision for other reasons (not related to Section
368), but not scheduled for completion until
after the ROD is signed, would have the corridor
designations incorporated into their ongoing
plan revisions. Plans that are currently being
revised for other reasons and would be
completed before the ROD is signed would need
to undergo further amendment when the ROD is
signed.

Section 368 calls for the Secretaries to
ensure that additional corridors for oil, gas, and
hydrogen pipelines and electricity transmission
and distribution facilities on federal land are
promptly identified and designated, as
necessary. Thus, additional Section 368 energy
corridors may be designated, together with
additional plan amendments, to address future
energy transport and distribution needs (see
Section 1.4). Neither No Action nor the
Proposed Action would preclude the Agencies
from designating Section 368 energy corridors
in the future. The Agencies anticipate that the
analyses contained in this PEIS would be
reviewed and, as appropriate, incorporated into
those amendments and revisions.

S.16 HOW WOULD THE AGENCIES
EVALUATE AND OVERSEE
THE USE AND OCCUPANCY
OF ENERGY CORRIDORS?

The Agencies would adopt appropriate IOPs
when evaluating a ROW application within a
Section 368 energy corridor. The TOPs would
assist the Agencies, project applicants, and
others in evaluating applications for using the
corridors by providing uniform processing and
performance criteria for energy transport ROWs
in the corridors. Consideration of information

For Internal Use Only -- 11/06/2009 15:46 PM



Final WWEC PEIS

generated by implementation of the TOPs would
help ensure that energy transport projects within
the Section 368 energy corridors are planned,
implemented, operated, and eventually removed
in a manner that protects environmental
resources. In addition, the adoption of applicable
IOPs and regulatory requirements, such as the
ESA and NHPA, are mandatory and would be
required for all proposed projects at all corridor
locations. Other IOPs, such as those dealing with
stream crossings, would only apply for projects
in certain locations, as appropriate.

The TOPs will be implemented during
the application and permitting process
(see Section 1.4) as well as during project
construction and operation. Where appropriate,
specific IOPs, as well as other Agency-specific
management controls and performance standards
will accompany a ROW authorization. These
will be identified on the basis of the project-
specific application and supporting site-specific
environmental  evaluations. The  specific
requirements described by the TOPs and adopted
in each agency’s ROW authorization must be
consistent for the entirtr ROW of the project
within a Section 368 corridor.

S.17 WERE OTHER ALTERNATIVES
CONSIDERED FOR DETAILED
STUDY?

The NOI for this PEIS identified four
alternatives: (1) No  Action  Alternative,
(2) Increased Utilization Alternative, (3) New
Corridor Alternative, and (4) Optimization
Criteria Alternative. Among these, the Increased
Utilization and the New Corridor Alternatives
were eliminated from further study. The
Optimization Criteria Alternative is included in
the Proposed Action Alternative.

A number of alternatives for energy corridor
designation were suggested during scoping.
These alternatives are:
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»  Designating all existing energy corridors
and ROWs in the 11 western states as
federal energy corridors;

» Upgrading existing energy transport
facilities ~ within  existing  energy
corridors and ROWs for greater
transport capacity or efficiency, before
new federal energy corridors are
designated;

* Locating designated energy corridors
only in areas adjacent to federal
highways and major state and municipal
roads;

» Designating energy corridors on
national park lands and DOD facilities;

* Designating as energy corridors
existing, under way, or planned energy
transport project ROWs (as identified by
energy providers), including individual
inter- and intrastate corridors connecting
very specific supply and demand area
locations throughout the West; and

¢ Energy conservation and efficiency
alternatives that called for increasing
energy efficiency or conservation by
energy users instead of designating
corridors.

These alternatives were considered but
eliminated from further study on the basis of
their inability to meet the purpose and need of
Section 368, support designation of federal
energy corridors, or address the energy
transmission congestion issues of the electricity
transmission grid in the West.

In addition to these alternatives, a number of
preliminary corridors identified during Step 2 of
the corridor siting process and representing
alternative  corridor networks were also
considered but eliminated from further study.
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S.18 HOW DO THE ALTERNATIVES
COMPARE?

The Proposed Action and No Action
Alternatives were evaluated in this PEIS for
environmental impacts associated with the
designation of energy corridors on federal lands
and the amendment of land use plans to
incorporate the corridor designations. Because
the Proposed Action is the designation of
corridors and not the authorization, construction,
and operation of energy transport projects, a
programmatic evaluation is provided of the
types of impacts that could result from
development of energy transport projects
regardless of project location. Specific impact
analyses, including the identification of social,
cultural, economic, and natural resources, can
only be conducted at the project level. For
example, in the same location, the effects of a
pipeline within a corridor would be different
from impacts of a transmission line, while the
siting of a project on one side of a corridor
would be different in its impacts from that of the
same type of project sited a half-mile away but
still within the corridor. Thus, project-specific
analysis would be done in the future if an
application to use a designated corridor were
received by the Agencies. The scope and
approach for the project-specific analysis would
be determined on a project-by-project basis. The
programmatic  analysis of project-specific
impacts applies to energy transport development
under both alternatives.

No direct environmental impacts are
expected to occur as a result of implementing
either the No Action or Proposed Action
Alternatives, with the possible exception of
effects to property values on nonfederal lands
adjacent to or between designated corridor
segments. Nor are the types of impacts from
project development likely to differ between the
two alternatives. Corridor designation would
likely reduce the proliferation of ROWs across
the landscape, and concentrate development to
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some extent within the corridors. Project
applicants using Section 368 corridors would
benefit from the expedited application and
permitting process associated with the use of a
Section 368 corridor (see Section 1.4), and
projects would be subject to the 1OPs, which
provide both  streamlined administrative
procedures and best practices for environmental
compliance and protection.

Section 368 of EPAct does not authorize any
individual projects, nor does it authorize the
Agencies to override state decisions on projects
located on Tribal, state, or private lands.
Currently, the standard process for securing a
ROW can include eminent domain actions, when
a Public Certificate of Need is granted under a
state-authorized process to a company.
Authorization of projects to cross nonfederal
lands is at the discretion of the appropriate
Tribal, state, and local authorities, and the
designation of Section 368 energy corridors
makes no changes to existing procedures on
nonfederal lands.

S.18.1 How Do the Physical Characteristics
of the Corridors Compare between
the Alternatives?

Under the No Action Alternative, there
would be no Section 368 federal energy
corridors designated on federal lands. Existing
locally designated corridors would remain, and
new corridors may continue to be locally
designated. Under the Proposed Action,
approximately 6,112 miles of such corridors
would be designated on federal lands.
Approximately 71% of the proposed corridors
follow or include existing utility and/or
transportation infrastructure while
approximately 43% of the proposed corridors
incorporate existing locally designated energy
corridors. There are 131 corridor segments that
comprise the Proposed Action corridors. These
segments have an average length of 37.3 miles.
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S.18.2 Do the Alternatives Meet the Goals
and Objectives of Section 3682

Section 368 calls for the designation on
federal lands of corridors for energy transport
facilities and directs the Secretaries to develop
procedures to expedite applications to construct
pipelines and electricity transmission and
distribution facilities within the corridors. In
carrying out Section 368, the Secretaries are
directed to also consider improving the
reliability, reducing congestion, and enhancing
the capability of the national electricity grid to
deliver electricity.

Under the No Action Alternative, no
Section 368 energy corridors would be
designated on federal land; thus the goals and
objectives of Section 368 would not be met. In
contrast, approximately 6,112 miles of
Section 368 energy corridors would be
designated on federal lands under the Proposed
Action. The corridors that could be designated
under the Proposed Action would provide routes
across federal lands for energy transport projects
to connect current and future energy production
areas, including areas of solar, wind, and
geothermal generation, to current and future
energy demand centers. Thus, the Proposed
Action would meet the requirements of Section
368 of designating energy transport corridors on
federal lands in the West.

While project applicants would not be
required to locate projects within the
Section 368 energy corridors, applicants using
the corridors could take advantage of an
expedited application and permitting process.
These benefits could expedite the application,
authorization and permitting, and construction of
energy transport and distribution projects, as
directed by Section 368.
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S.18.3 How Could the Alternatives
Affect the Locations of Future
Energy Transport Projects in the
11 Western States?

Neither of the alternatives evaluated in this
PEIS includes authorization of energy transport
projects. The corridors designated under the
Proposed Action would be sited on federal land
in areas that have been determined to be suitable
for supporting future energy transport projects.
Under the No Action Alternative, there would be
no such Section 368 corridors. While the
number and types of projects that may be
expected to be developed in the foreseeable
future are unknown, the corridor suggestions
received from the public identify a potential for
many energy transport routes throughout the
West.

Assuming  these  proposed  corridors
represent possible future energy transport
ROWSs, under the No Action Alternative,
individual projects could be widely distributed
across federal and nonfederal lands and thus
result in a proliferation of energy transport
ROWSs. Under the Proposed Action, however,
portions of the ROWs for these same projects
could be colocated within the designated
corridors, and would not be spread out over the
federal landscape.

Designation of the Section 368 energy
corridors is not guaranteed to help limit the
proliferation of energy transport ROWs on
federal lands, since Section 368 does not require
mandatory use of the corridors by project
proponents. While project developers will be
encouraged to locate project ROWs within
designated corridors, applicants will not be
precluded from applying for ROWs outside of
designated corridors, as they are currently able
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to do in areas with existing locally designated
corridors.  While corridor designation may
influence the location of some future energy
transport projects, corridor designation does not
drive the development of such projects. Project
development is driven by energy demand. If the
demand for energy is high and local energy
generation cannot meet that demand, then the
need for long-distance energy transport systems
to link energy production areas with the high
demand areas may be expected to be high and
drive development of energy transport projects.
Conversely, if the demand for energy is low, or
local energy generation is sufficient to meet the
energy demand, then the need for long-distance
energy transport projects may be low, and the
corridors will be less likely to be used.

S.18.4 What Types of Impacts Might Be
Expected with the Development
of Energy Transport Projects
under the Alternatives?

The construction and operation of energy
transport projects to meet future energy demand
under both alternatives would result in
environmental impacts on federal and nonfederal
lands. The types of potential impacts would vary
by project phase (i.e., construction, operation).
The specific nature, magnitude, and extent of
possible project-specific impacts would be
determined by the project type (transmission
line, pipeline) and its length and location on
federal and nonfederal lands. Potential direct
impacts typical of project construction and
operation include the use of geologic and water
resources; soil disturbance and erosion;
degradation of water resources; localized
generation of fugitive dust and air emissions
from construction and operational equipment;
noise generation; disturbance or loss of
paleontological and cultural resources and
traditional cultural properties; degradation or
loss of fish and wildlife habitat; disturbance of
resident and migratory fish and wildlife species,
including protected species; degradation or loss
of plant communities; increased opportunity for
invasive vegetation establishment; alteration of
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visual resources; land use changes; accidental
release of hazardous substances; and increased
human health and safety hazards. Project
development under either of the alternatives
could also affect populations in the vicinity of
the projects on both federal and nonfederal land
as well as local and regional economies.

For multiple projects, environmental
impacts from project construction and operation
would likely be dispersed over a larger area
under No Action than under the Proposed
Action. Under No Action, multiple project
ROWSs could share locally designated corridors
but outside of these arcas the ROWs could be
more widely dispersed on other federal and
nonfederal lands. Similarly, project impacts
would also be more widely dispersed. Under the
Proposed Action, the ROWs could share about
6,112 miles of designated corridor where project
impacts would be localized.

$.19 PUBLIC COMMENT ON THE
DRAFT PEIS AND CHANGES
MADE TO THE DRAFT PEIS

S.19.1 Public Comments

A Notice of Availability (NOA) of the draft
Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement
(PEIS) was published in Volume 72 of the
Federal Register (FR) on November 16, 2007
(72 FR 221). This began a 90-day public
comment period, which lasted from
November 16, 2007, to February 14, 2008.
Approximately 14,000  individuals  and
organizations commented on the draft PEIS.
While comments were received from individuals
and organizations from all 50 states, comments
were primarily received from the utility and
energy sector, environmental and
nongovernmental organizations, and individuals
in the 11 western states. In addition, several
organizations submitted comments in the form
of standardized letters from their constituents.
For example, in addition to comments received
directly from its staff, the Wilderness Society
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also provided more than 13,000 form letters (or
versions of the form letter) from Society
members located not only in the United States,
but from throughout the world. Other groups
whose members submitted largely standardized
comment letters include the Wild Horse
Observers Association, in Placitas, New Mexico
(388 letters), and the town of Anaconda,
Montana (216 letters). Including these letters, a
total of 14,361 comment documents!2 were
received on the draft PEIS.

Commentors on the draft PEIS identified
37 major topics of concern. These topics
covered a wide range of issues, including but not
limited to corridor locations, the purpose and
need for corridor designation, the number and
types of alternatives that were presented and
cvaluated, compliance and adequacy pertaining
to the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and the Endangered Species Act (ESA),
authorization and management of projects within
designated corridors, resource concerns, and
public outreach and consultation.

Many commentors expressed concerns about
the proposed locations of specific corridor
segments, requested changes in specific corridor
locations, and in some cases suggested or
requested  completely  different  corridor
locations. The Agencies considered all requests
for changes in the proposed corridor locations,
and reexamined corridor segments for which
concerns were raised but for which no locations
changes were proposed. Applying the siting
criteria used in the corridor siting process
(described in Section 2.2 of the PEIS), the
Agencies worked with local federal land
managers and resource staff, as well as state,
local, and Tribal representatives, to make
changes (where appropriate) in corridor

12 A “comment document” refers to the entire
submittal provided by a commentor, whether in
writing or verbally during one of the public
meetings that were held on the draft PEIS. In
some cases, the submitted comment document
contained only a single substantive comment. In
most cases, the comment document contained (two
or more substantive comments.
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locations to address commentor concerns. In
some cases, small isolated corridor segments
(such as one located in the vicinity of Placitas,
NM) were eliminated because they were
determined to not be crucial to the full corridor
segment for providing a route for the
development of future long-distance energy
transport projects. In other cases, corridor
locations were moved to avoid sensitive
resources or areas (such as pygmy rabbit habitat
in Montana and lands with wilderness
characteristics in Utah) that were not known at
the time of the draft PEIS. Similar adjustments
were made to some corridor segments to further
reduce or eliminate crossings of sensitive lands
or resources such as roadless areas and historic
trails.

In some cases, no changes were made as
requested because the corridor segments of
concern did not cross sensitive lands as
suggested by the commentors. In other cases, the
proposed corridor locations (such as the
proposed energy corridor west of Arches
National Park) follow existing utility and/or
transportation infrastructure, while the suggested
alternative segment locations would cross
numerous sensitive lands or resources where
future project development could result in
greater environmental impacts than would
development in the corridor location proposed in
the PEIS.

A number of commentors felt that there is
insufficient  justification  for  designating
corridors. Chapter 1 of the draft PEIS was
revised to more clearly explain the purpose and
need for corridor designation, and specify the
direction given to the Agencies by Congress
through Section 368 of the Energy Policy Act of
2005 (EPAct) for designation energy corridors
on federal lands in the West.

Numerous commentors requested the
Agencies to consider alternatives that included
renewable  energy  production, increased
conservation,  and/or  increased  energy
efficiency. Others questioned that the Agencies
only presented and evaluated two alternatives,
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the Proposed Action and No Action. Chapter 2
of the draft PEIS identified and discussed
alternatives that had been suggested during
scoping that included renewable energy
generation, increased energy conservation by
users, and increased efficiency in energy
transport by the utilities, and presented the
rationale for not including these alternatives.
Chapter 2 has been revised for the final PEIS
(see Section 2.5) to more clearly discuss why
these other alternatives were not further
evaluated in the PEIS.

Some commentors expressed concerns
regarding the Agencies’ position with regard to
the ESA and the potential for corridor
designation to impact federally listed threatened
and endangered species and critical habitats.
Section 1.5 of the draft PELS has been revised to
more clearly present the basis for the Agencies’
“no effects” determination under Section 7 of
the ESA. In addition, Section 3.8 of the draft
PEIS has been updated to identify all listed
species, species proposed for listing, and
candidate species for listing that occur in
counties that could be crossed by proposed
Section 368 energy corridors (Table 3.8-5). A
new appendix (Appendix R) has been added that
discusses the potential impacts to these species
and critical habitats from future project
development in Section 368 energy corridors has
been added to Volume 1I of the final PEIS.

$.19.2 Summary of the Changes Made
to the Draft PEIS

Following the closing of the public comment
period on the draft PEIS, the Agencies added a
Step 4 to the corridor siting process. In this step,
comments received on the draft PEIS were
examined for possible changes to corridor
locations (see Section 2.2.1.4 of the Volume I of
the final PEIS). The Agencies reviewed and
considered all of the comments received on the
draft and made revisions to the PEIS, and
adjustments to the corridors as appropriate and
applicable (i.e., the adjustment would not
conflict ~ with  other land management
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responsibilities or cross sensitive lands or
resources). Factual errors identified in the
comments were corrected, and text was clarified
or expanded to provide additional information
on the purpose and need for corridor
designation, potential impacts to resources,
locations of sensitive resources or areas, or other
concerns. Changes that were made between the
draft and final PEIS are indicated as shaded text
throughout the final PEIS. In response to
comments received during the public comment
period, 37 of the Section 368 energy corridors
proposed in the draft PEIS were revised. An
additional 42 proposed corridors were also
revised in response to additional site-specific
information provided by local federal land
managers and staff. This latter information was
used by the Agencies to adjust some of the
proposed draft corridors to further reduce
crossings of sensitive areas such as roadless
arcas and sensitive wildlife. As an example of
new information provided by local federal staff
that drove a further refinement to a corridor, the
Agencies learned of sensitive wildlife (grizzly
bear, pygmy rabbit, and sage grouse) in southern
Montana and northern Idaho. The Agencies did
not know about this habitat when they published
the draft PEIS. They have subsequently deleted
this corridor (Corridor 50-260) to avoid these
species and their habitats. The corridor revisions
included changes in corridor location, corridor
length or width, and compatible energy transport
use. For example, some corridor locations were
adjusted to address concerns about corridors
being located near sensitive environmental
resources (such as wildlife habitat in Montana)
or nonfederal lands (such as pueblos and other
communities in New Mexico). Changes in
location and/or characteristics (such as in
corridor length or width) to specific corridor
segments that were made during Step 4 of the
corridor siting process are identified in
Appendix K, Table K-1, in Volume II of the
final PEIS. The Map Atlas has also been revised
to now include maps (in Map Atlas, Part 6, of
Volume IIT) that show the corridor segments that
have been revised between the draft and final
PEIS.

For Internal Use Only -- 11/06/2009 15:46 PM



Final WWEC PEIS

Public comments on the draft PEIS (from
12 commentors) also requested changes in an
additional 15 proposed Section 368 energy
corridors, but no changes in corridor location
were made in response to these requests
(see Table K-2 in Appendix K, Volume 1I of the
final PEIS). In one case, the corridor did not
intersect any protected areas, as stated by the
commentor. For nine of the corridors, the
concern was proximity to national historic trails
and potential impacts to cultural and visual
resources. These corridors, however, would not
intersect the trails, and specific mitigation for
cultural and visual resources would be addressed
during the project authorization process and
project-specific environmental analyses. Two
other requests for corridor relocation were based
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on assumed connections across nonfederal lands
over which the Agencies have no authority. One
comment requested removal of a corridor
because of duplicity with a nearby existing
corridor. The existing corridor is for electric
transmission-only use, while the proposed
Section 368 energy corridor would provide for
multimodal  energy  transport, including
pipelines. Finally, a number of commentors
requested that corridor 223-224 be deleted
because it intersects the Desert National Wildlife
Range (NWR) in Nevada. This proposed
corridor was retained because of there being no
other viable option for relocating the corridor; it
is not expected to be designated within the NWR
without USFWS review and approval.

For Internal Use Only -- 11/06/2009 15:46 PM



November 2008

S-31

Final WWEC PEIS

‘(suotjerodo

Axepymu Jo urur Suipnyoard Aq “8'9) asn pue

1011121 S0P JUSWAO[AIP IMINJ SISYM SOULISUT 3q AL
919Y) “I9ADMOH "PUB| Y1 JO 3SN JUSLIND Yiim djqueduwiod
2q pjnom SIOPTIIOd ASIdUd g9¢ UONdag pAjeusisap

9T} UIIM JUAWO[IAIP SINNT TIAD ‘SOSBO JSOUT U]

"OANRUINY UOT)OY ON ) Iopun
011e00] oyeredas ur padojoaap J1 pinom s1oafoxd swres
a uey) eare aMjdeI30ad Ie[[ews e 193]ye Aew spaford
Ay “J0pLLI0d AF12Ud §9¢ UONIIS dwes dy) ul s)oafoad
ajdnnw are 213y) 1oy ‘s1oedwil Jo 9[IS JO SULID)

U 'ss010 AeW Sp O 129(01d 1811 SpUE[ [eIapajuou pue
[EJ9P2) JOYJ0 FUO[E SB [[OA SE “SIOPLLIOD Pajeudisap ay}

0} Juase(pe pue UTIM asn pue joedwr PiNod dANRUINY
TUONOY ON 9T} 10 PAIJIIUAPT SATO ST} 0) IR[IUIIS 3G PJNOM
[aTYM “s)orduT aSOY ], "SIOPLIIND AFIoUe §9¢ UONIag
pasodoad oy unpim uopeIado pue UONITLISUOD

103foxd axmny woxy syordw asn puey aq Aetr 1ot T,

‘padooaap s1 300(0ad podsuen £31aud a1y10ads

® |nUN $I0pLLI0D AT10U3 §9¢ U012 PajeuSIsap oy

uore pue unyIM anuNUOd prnom (sayrsdures 107 puey o)
JO 3sn [RUONEAINAT “°373) SasN PUR[ YING "SpUL]| [RISPAJUOU
PUB [RIDPIJ UO SISN PUB| JUILIND YL JI9JI2)UL JOU

pInoM SIOpIIIod A310U0 g9¢ WONOIS JO WONRUSISAP OY T,

‘s190load Tenprarpur

2y jo udisap pue ‘YFua| ‘uoneso] ‘adK) ayy uo puadap
pInos syoedwr pajefar-10afoad jo yuaxe pue ‘opmyuews
‘aIjet ot T, "M OY 9T} WIILM ATI00IIP TOTIORNXS [RIaur
pue wononpoid sed pue J10 ywy pinod uorerado pue
yuawdo[aaap 103fouy *(199l0ad AS10ua 2y jo 91| Supesado
oy Jnoy3noay}) speos ssadae Jusuewiad 1o Aresodwoy

0] PAIDATIOD 9 PJNOM SEAIR PUE] SWOS "SONIATIOR
uoTINIISUOd SULINP JIURGINISIP WLIN-1IOTS d0udLIadxd
PINOD UONEAIISUOD JEILGRY 1[P[LA PuE ‘Suises|

seF PUE (10 ‘TuIZeaS JO0ISIAI] ‘UOITEIDY "IST JBY}

10J pajeuSISop Seale Ul O 2} 0} JUade(pe pue UMM
uononpoid 10qun Jo ssof Juauewrod U TNSaI prnos
SuLIRATY MO "SPUE] [BIOPIJUOU PUR [EIIPJ U0 HonRIdO
pue juawdo[2aap 102foid podsuery £310u Juaind

WOIJ 3SOT} 0) IL[TUITS aq p[nom spdedu 19a(o1g "pajerado
pue podojoaap ae spoaloid 1rodsuen 510U oroym spue|
[EIOPIJUOT PUE [EIIPI] UO PIIJJL 0q P[NOI SN PUE]
*$10pL0d pAyeuSisap jo sauasqe ayy ul s199(0ad podsuen
A319U0 21Ny Jo vonesado puL UONONIISUOD A} WOIJ Isn
puey 01 syoedwr Jo sadK) jenualod oy a1e Fuimo[[oy ay L,

‘suerd osn puey Surpuowe pue pue| [RISPAJ UO SIOPLIIOD
AG1oud g9¢ U013 SuneuTISIP JOU WOLJ SPUB| [BIOPAJUOU
pue [e19pay uo sjordwr 2SN PUER] JOAIIP OU 0q PINOM IO,

asn pue|

SIOPIIIO)) §9¢ UOII0AS MAN] JIBUBISA(T
19AIRWIAN| Y uondy pasodoig

SpUeT [eIOP3 f UO UOTIOY ON
WDAIRWIY UONOY ON

0IN0Say

SIANBWIN[Y OM T, 31) J3pun s)ddfo1g
yrodsuea I, A31aug aamnyg sunerado pue 3unonnsuo)) jo sjoedu] [B)UIWUOIAUY JLIAUIL) PUR ‘SUB[J S() PULT [IIpa] Sulpudmy
PUE SpUE] [BIIPIY UO SA0PLII0Y) AS13uj] §9¢ uoydds Suyeusisa| Jo spedui] [ejudwuosiAuy [enudjo jo Lrewwng 7-S 4 19V.L

San Luis Valley—Calumet-Comanche Transmission Project

Scoping Comments -- Comments and Responses

For Internal Use Only -- 11/06/2009 15:46 PM



November 2008

S-32

Final WWEC PEIS

*$90IN0SAI 91507023

yordurr AJaATIRINIIND PTNOS dwn Jo porrdd e I0A0 SUOTEIO]
Aqreau 10 awes ay) 1e padojaaap s1oaload ajdpnw
{I9AIMO}] "UONDY ON Jopun uey eate d1ydesoas Jojjews
€ UM PUB SUOH OO JoMa] 12 Indd0 pnom spordur
Tenudod ‘syoaford aydnnur 10 *pagrmsip Asnoradrd usaq
aAey $20.n0s21 9150[038 alaym SMOY uonenodsuen pue
A Sunsixo Suofe JNIJ0 Pnom SIOpLLIOD pajeudisop oy}
JO 9,1/ IN0QY "UOHOY ON I0J PALIUSPI 3SOL) 0} IBIUIS
aq prnom syoafoxd aning woxy syordun o sadK) renuajog

‘suerd

osn pue| SUIpUSWE PUR pue] [BIAPIJ UO SIOPLLI0d AF10U0
89¢ Uo12ag FuneuSIsop woy Spue| [RIIPIAJUOU PUL [RIIPAJ
U0 $209n0sa1 2150]038 0 s19edWI 192.11p OU 3¢ PNOM U3y |

todd | pur oy} P PUe "Yisua| 1
‘ad£} o wo puadep prnom sypedut pajerai-joslord
JO JUAIX0 PUE “OPMIUSLW ‘aIN)eu 9 I, ‘TRIIOIEW J150[003
Jo [esodsip pue Suipeis pue oyjen ajowyaa juswdinbs
WO} UOISOID [I0S PUE S[10S I0BLMS JO IOUBIMSIP

apnjour aseyd SUMUOISSTUIOdSP Ay} UT Spaedut

ay ], "suonexado joaford Surinp sjeie)eur snopIezey Jjo
s[Tids Tejuaprose £q p2)d9JJe 2q PINoa S[I0S ‘SedIE MOLIOq
wody (u03s ‘[PABIS) sjeldjew 21501098 JO [BAOWAL pUE
‘SANIATIO SUIYOUAI} PUE ‘WOTIONIISUOD UONRPUNOJ ‘SuIpess
TWOIJ TOTSOId JIOS PUE S[TOS 20BJINS JO dIURGIMSIP OpNOUT
Aew s)oedwr HONINNSTO)) *SPUR] [RIOPAJUOT PUL [RIPI]
uo uonesado pue juawdo|aaap 199(oad podsuen AS1oud
JULITO WO 9SOY) 01 JBjiwis 3q pjnom sjoedwi 109foig
‘pauoIssIIo2ap pue ‘pajerado ‘padojorap are spafod
1odsuern AF10Ud 19AISYM PUR] [RIIPI] UO PIJIITTE

3¢ PINod §32.n0$21 21F0[0AN) *SIOPLLIOI PatrUTISAp

40 20uasqe 2y} ul s300fosd podsuen A31ou0 aumny

Jo uonerado pur UONONNSTOD AT} WOIJ $3IIMOSAI JIF0[00F
01 syoedur 3o sad4&) renueyod ot are Surmorroy oy,

‘suefd asn pue] Suipuswie

pue pue| [RIOPIJ UO SIOPLLIOD ASIOUA §9¢ WONDIG
JureuS1Sop JOU WO SPUE] [RIOPIJUOU PUR [RIIPIJ

uo $22.n08a1 o1F0[0aF 01 s10”dWI 1921IP OU 3 PINOM 31D |,

$901n0831 2150[020)

SIOPLIIOY) §9€ UOI00S MAN AJBUTISO(T
WOATIRILIY TONOY posodorg

SpUET [eIapa ] UO UOTOY ON
10ATIRUI)[ Y UONOY ON

20IN0SY

(o)) -S A'14VvL

San Luis Valley—Calumet-Comanche Transmission Project

Scoping Comments -- Comments and Responses

For Internal Use Only -- 11/06/2009 15:46 PM



November 2008

Final WWEC PEIS

$92IN0S31 [20130]0ju0a]ed Joedwr AJoAnE[NIIND PINOD
awn Jo porad € 1940 SUONEIO] AQILAU 10 dWIES JY) J&
padojaaap s1aafoad ajdnnu “1aA9MOH "uoOY ON Jopun
ueyj ease d1ydes3098 19| [BWS B JIAO PUE SUOIJEIO] JOMI}

je Mad0 Aew spoedunt paford [enuajod ‘spraford ajdnnur
104 "spoaloid [enpratpur o1} Jo uSisop pue ‘UONEIO]

‘adA) o) wo puadap prnom YoOTgM Jo JU)XI pue apnjruSeur
Y3 Y3y} JO WSI[EPUBA 0} S[15504 9s0dx0 0s|e Aew

BaTR UR 0] AN[IQISS200E PAsLaIou] "paqImsip A[snoraard
u0aq oaey Art yuasaxd J1 ‘seoInosal [eor3ojoruoared
araym s O uonejtodsuen pue Ajnn Sunsrxo apnyour
SIOPLLIOD PauSISap ay) JO %[ L INOQY “SPUE| [BISPIJUOU
PUE [210P3] JAYIO UO SE [[3M SB SI0PLLIOO pajeudisap

Q1) UIIM JX2)UOD JYTUSIOS IIaY) pue S[ISsof Koxsap

10 oFewep PINOd SANTATOR UOTINISUOD FUIGINSIP-PUNOID)
'SOUL[ID)UAD 10PLLI0D pasodoad ayi Jo 193] (00T ulyIm
1n200 [enudlod platA 11550y Y31y yua spun 21501098 ¢9
JNOQY "TONOY ON 10J PAIJIUAPT aS0T) O} IRJITUIS 3q
pinom syoafoxd axmng Jo syordmr Jo sedK) Tenusiog

‘suepd asn pue| Surpuaure pue

pueR[ TEIOPS] U0 SIOPIII0d A510Ud g9¢ uonodg Suneusisap
WOIJ SPUE] [RISPAJUOT PUE [RISPAJ UO SIDINOSAI
a15oj01uoaed 01 s19edWwl 19211p OU 3¢ pNOM 13y |

*sj00foxd [enprarpur
ay) jo ugisap pue ‘uoneso| ‘0d41 ay) uo puadap pnom
YOIYM JO JU2)X2 pue dpmIuSew ay) Yyl JO WSI[epuBA

0] s[Iss0J asodxa os[e Kt eaIe ue 0) AI[IQISSadIE
paseaIou] 's10afo1d [enpiatpur o Jo uSisop pue ‘YSuo]
‘woneoo] ‘od&) o) uo puadap prnom spoedur pajeror
-100l0ad Jo Ju2)xa pue ‘apmyuew “dumeu Ay SAMOY
o1193ds-199fo1d UTIM 1X2)U00 IYNUIIIS JISY) PUL S[ISSOF
Konsap 10 oFewep LB SORIANOE UOBINNSUOO SUIQINSIP
-PUNOIL) ‘SPUE] [RIOPIJUOU PuUR [EIDP3] U0 UoneIddo

pue juawdo[2aap 193fo1d 1iodsuen £81ou9 yuaund

wioly asoyj 03 Jejiwis aq pnoa spoedwi 309fosg ‘paresado
pue padojasap a1e spoaford prodsuer) AF10U9 19A2IYM
SPUE[ [RIIPIJUOU PUR [RIIPAJ TUO PIIJJJE 3q P[NOI
$00.N0521 [E9150[01U0S[B "SIOPLLIOI PAIRUSISIP JO 20UIsqR
oy ur $109foad yodsuesy AZ1ouo aumny jo uonesado

pUR UOTIONTSUOD 3T} WO $32IN0saI [eatFojojuoayed

01 syoedur Jo sad&) Tenueyod ot are Surmorjoy oy,

‘suepd asn pue| Surpuawe pue

PUE[ [RIOPIJ TO SIOPLLIOD ASIOUS R9¢ UOT00S FunRUSISIP
10U WO SPUR] [RIOPIJUOU PUR [RIIPI] UO SIOINOSIT
o1Fojo1uoajed 01 s1oedW 192.0p OU 2q PINOM 21D |,

s30anosal 21§o[ou0d R

SIOPLIIOY) §9€ UOI00S MAN AJBUTISO(T
WOATIRILIY TONOY posodorg

SpUET [eIapa ] UO UOTOY ON
10ATIRUI)[ Y UONOY ON

20IN0SY

(o)) -S A'14VvL

San Luis Valley—Calumet-Comanche Transmission Project

Scoping Comments -- Comments and Responses

For Internal Use Only -- 11/06/2009 15:46 PM



November 2008

S-34

Final WWEC PEIS

*§20n0s31 19eM 1ordwl A]aAnEmwnd pmod swiy jo polad
B I9A0 SUOI1B00] AQIBaU JO dwes dy) Je padojaaap spafoad
S[dunu ‘10ASMOH U0V ON Iapun uet) eare o1ydeisosd
IJ[BIUS B I0AO0 PUR SUOIIRIO] I9MI] 18 PAIdJJIL 3q

pinoa surejdpool) pue saainosal soem ‘sjoolord ajdpnw
10,4 "pagisip Ajsnoiadid usaq oaey Aew surejdpooyy

PUB S30IMOSAI )M 2IaM S\ O Uoneodsuern

pue ANmn SunsTxo 9pnjoul SIOpLIIoo pajeusisap

Y1 JO %[/ I1NOQY "SPUB] [BIAPAJUOU PUE [BIIPI]J IOYIO

U0 Passo.d 3q p|nod sease uiejdpooy) [BUOINIPPY “SIOPLLIOD
pateudisap unpIm s109fo1d £q passo1d aq p[nod surejdpoory
JO SO[TW ¢ 1noqy "uoneiado pue uononnsuod Joaford

Aq pa1oagye 2q pInod sy0aford Aq Passord spue [eIPIJUIOT
PuE [B19p3) uo s1a)mby "s1a9foad ayy £q passod spue|
[BJ3P3JUOU PUR [BJIPJ JAYI0 UO PIsSSOID 3q PINOI Sidjem
Q2BLINS [RUONIPPE ‘SISALI OIUIS PUB P[IM ¢ PUR ‘SIIOAIISAT
pue savey (¢ “(Soqrur 71§ Surfe)o)) sjaUURYD dpeur-uLt
PUR SLUBALS JUSIULIDIUL PUB [RIULAISd paweu ¢/ 7 Moge
J00819)Ul PIIOMA SJOPLLIOD PAJeUSISIP ulylm padojoaap
§199[01J "UOTIAY ON 10J PALJIIUAPI SO 0} IR[ITUTS

aq prnom syoafoxd amyng Jo syordmr Jo sedK) Tenuslog

‘suepd asn pue| Surpuaure pue

pueR[ TEIOPS] U0 SIOPIII0d A510Ud g9¢ uonodg Suneusisap
WOIJ SPUR] [RIOPIJUOT PUR [RIIPI] U0 sure[dpooyy 1eak-00T
10 9010521 1091M 0] 5108dW1 19311 OU 2 PNOM 249y |,

*$300(0ud [enpiarpur oy1 o uBisop pue ‘Yr3ud| ‘uonedo|
‘ad£} o wo puadep prnom sypedut pajerai-joslord

JO JUA)X2 PUE ‘OPMIUSEU ‘QINJRU SN[, ‘S|RIINEUT POJEALIND
10 saamonys Jo udwaoeld Aq p1agjje aq pinod Anoeded
ure|dpooy] “S[BLIAJEW SNOPJIBZEY JO ISBI[AI [BIUIP!
Aq pue ‘sSuissoId p O e ASojoydiow pue mo[J weans
JO TONRIAE ‘SBAIE PAQINISIP TIOIJ JFOUNI PUR UOISOI0
1108 Aq pojordur oq pinod 10jem 22BJING "90UL)SqNS
STIOPJBZEY B JO ISBI[DJ [BJUSPIDOE Uk A PA)oajje s1 A11jenb
Jo1em Jo d31erdar rojibe s19a53e Juswdoaaap 109foxd

J1 pajordwr aq p[nod 10)RMpUNOIL) 'SPUL] [2IOPAJUOT

pue [e12P3J UO SUITIOISSTUIIOAP pue ‘uonerddo
quawdo(aaap 199(0ad 1odsuen AS10ud JuaLmMd WO asoy)
01 Je[Iwis 9q p[nom s1oeduwil 199(01g PIUOISSILIWOIP
pue ‘pajerado ‘padojasap are spoaefoid yodsueny

ABI0US 219YM SPUR] [EIOPITUOU PUB [BIIPI] TO PIIAJL

3q pInod suIe|dpoo|) PUB SIDIMOSAL 1B AL “SIOPLLIOD
PareudIsop Jo 22udsqe oy} u s3oafosd podsuesy ASroua
2Imny Jo UoneIado puE WOTONISTOD A} WIOIJ SIIINOSAT
101eM 01 s3oedur Jo sadA) Tennuerod oy are Surmorjoy oy,

‘sued asn pue| Surpuawe pue pug]

TeIopaj UO SIOPIIIod A310Ud g9¢ monoes Suneussop jou
WOIJ SPUL] [RIOPJUOU pue [RIIPI] uo sure[dpoo(y 1eak-00 T
10 $391N0821 19184 0 519BdLWI 122.41P OU 8¢ PINOM 213y |,

S90.N0SAL JOTBA

SIOPLIIOY) §9€ UOI00S MAN AJBUTISO(T
WOATIRILIY TONOY posodorg

SpUET [eIapa ] UO UOTOY ON
10ATIRUI)[ Y UONOY ON

20IN0SY

(o)) -S A'14VvL

San Luis Valley—Calumet-Comanche Transmission Project

Scoping Comments -- Comments and Responses

For Internal Use Only -- 11/06/2009 15:46 PM



November 2008

S-35

Final WWEC PEIS

1enb 1re
yordmmT AJoATIR[NTIND PINOO wN) JO poired & I0A0 STONEOO]
Aqaeau 10 dwes ay) je padofoaap syoalord apdnynux
“I9AMOH "UORY ON Jopun uey) eose o1ydesSoas s ews
© JOAO PUE STOTIEIO] JOMJJ Je PajoJJe oq pInod Arfenb are
‘s100(01d ardnynu 104 "pajoagye (aq 0} SNUIUOD KBW PUE)
Ud2q 9ARY ABWI SIDINOSIT IIE DIAYM S MO UoTjepIodsuen
pue Aj1jun Sunsixd Suoje mMado pPINom SIOpLLIOD
PpareudIsap oy JO 9, [ £ moqy ‘s1oafosd [enpiaipur

Aq PassoId aq PINOJ JBY) SPUR] [EISPSJUOU PUE [RIIPIJ
12110 W0 S M O 192(01d Suore mod0 osfe pynod sjoedurr
JBJILLS “SIopLLd pateuSisap ay) Suofe Ajijenb aie 109)e
Pnod uonesddo pue juowdopasp 30ofosd podsuen A3iouyg
"UONOY ON 10J POLTJUAPI 3SOY) 0} IR[IUIIS 3q PINom

Apenb e o) spoaford axnyng yo syordun jo sad£) renuajog

‘suerd

asn pue| SwpuSWE pue pue| [BI9P3] U0 SIOPLLIOD AF19US
89¢ UON29g FunRUSISIP WOIJ SPUR] [RIIPIJUOU PUE [BIIPI]
UO $304N0SAL IR 0 $108dWL 193.11P OU 3 PINOM 343Y |,

‘syosfoxd

Tenprarpur ay) jo udisap pue ‘ySud] ‘vorjeso] ‘adK)

3y} uo puadap pnom syordun pajejal-3aafoad Jo Ju2)xa pue
‘apMIUSeW ‘9IMEu Ay [ ‘suonels Jossardurod Jo uonerado
pue ‘suorssTud juetdinbe wononnsuoo ‘)snp aAmSny

M pajerdosse aq pinom spedur Arenb ary ‘spuey
[e1apajuou pue [e1apa) uo uonesado pue uswdoppaap
100f0ad yrodsuely A319u9 JuLLIMD WOLY 950Y] 0}

Tejruis 9q pinoa spoedur 10afo1g “parerado pue padojeaap
a1e s)oafoid yrodsuern A81ous a1oyMm pue eIdPITUOU

PUE [BIOP3) UO PRIDYYJB ¢ P[N0d K1jenb 11y S10pLLIOD
PareuSIsop Jo 22udsqe oy} uj spoafoad podsuesy ASroua
amng jo uonerado pur uonoNNSUOD Y woly Arjenb

1re 0} spoeduat Jo sad£) fenuayod oty axe Surmoroy Ay,

‘suepd

asn puey SUIpuUSWE pue pue| [RIIPIJ UO SIOPLLIDd A310Ua
89¢ uondag Suneudsop j0U WOIJ SPUL] [EIAPIJUCU puE
|B1apa) uo Ayijenb 4e 0) $19edWl 19211 0U 2q PINOM 219y |,

Anjenb a1y

SIOPLIIOY) §9€ UOI00S MAN AJBUTISO(T
WOATIRILIY TONOY posodorg

SpUET [eIapa ] UO UOTOY ON
10ATIRUI)[ Y UONOY ON

20IN0SY

(o)) -S A'14VvL

San Luis Valley—Calumet-Comanche Transmission Project

Scoping Comments -- Comments and Responses

For Internal Use Only -- 11/06/2009 15:46 PM



November 2008

S-36

Final WWEC PEIS

AJ2a1EMWND PINOd 9w Jo poLiad B J19A0 suonedo| Aqeau
Jo awes a1 Je pado[aaap spoaford spdnnur ‘raAamo]
"HONOY ON Iopun uey) voIe o1der30a3 I9[rwS © I0A0 pue
SUOTIBOO] I0MI] J& PI)IJJJE 9q P[NOM S[IAI] ISIOU JUIqUIL
‘sypoload apdnnw 10,1 “pa123jJe (29 0) SnUNUOd ABW

PUE) U3 ALY ABW S[9AI] BSIOU JURIQUIE UM SMOY
uoneuodsuey pue L1un Sunsixs Fuofe Mod0 pnom
SIOPLIIOD PARUSISIP ) JO % [/ INOQY ‘SPUR] [RIOPAJUOT
PUE [BI2P3] 12YJo uo s Oy 129l0ad Suoje maoso

os[e p[noo spoedwi Je[iuig ‘s10piod pasodosd sy Suoje
S[OAJ] SIOU J09JJE PINOd JUAWAO[2AP 193[01 "WONIY ON
10J POTJIITIAPT ISOT) O} IB[IUITS 9 PINOM S[OAD] ISTOT
Juatquie 0y s303fosd aamny jo spoedwi jo sadK) [enusiog

‘sue[d osn pue[ SUIPUSWE PUE PUR] [BIIPIJ TO SIOPLIIOD
AF10u0 g9¢ uonoag SuneuSrsap WOIS SPue| [RIOPIATUOU
PUE [240p3) uo s1ordWL ISI0U JO2IP OU 3¢ PINOM I3y |

“S1oa(01d TenpIAIpUL 97 JO USISSP pue “YiSua] “uonedo]
‘ad£y a3 uo puadap pinoa spoedun paje|al-paafoad jo
JU2IX2 pUR ‘apnIruSew ‘9Injeu YL ‘suonerado 1eaSyoums
PUE IOULIOJSURI) PUE ‘0FI8T0SIP BUOIOO ‘suonerado uoners
dund/rossaxdwos ‘Funserq uawdinba uononnsuod [m
PA1BIDOSSE 9q PINoM S)ordull ISION “SPUEB| [BIOPIJUOU PUB
|e4opay uo uonesado pue uawdojeaap 199foid podsuesy
AB12U0 JUALIND TWOTJ 9SO} 0} IR[IWLS 9q pInom spordur
12fo1g ‘pajerado pue padojasap are sjoafoxd y1odsuen
AS12u2 2J9yMm SpUB]| [BISPIJUOU PUB [BIIPI] UO PI)IJJe
9( PINOD S[2A3] ISIOU JUDIQUIY “SIOPLLIOD PAIBUSISIP

Jo 2ouasqe oy ut spoaford podsuern AF1aue aang Jjo
uone1ado pue UonONNSUOD ) WIOIJ S[IAJ] ISIOU JUSIqUIL
01 s19edwi jo sad4y eruajod oy are Suimojjoy ay

‘suefd asn pue[ SUIpUSIIE PUE PUR] [RIOPSJ UO SIOPLLIOO
A319u5 g9¢ UONOag SuneuSIsap 10U WOIJ SPUL] [RISPITUOU
PUB [B12P3) UO S1oedUL IS10U 1I2IIP OU A PINOM 1Y |,

S —————

ASION

SIOPLIIOY) §9€ UOI00S MAN AJBUTISO(T
WOATIRILIY TONOY posodorg

SpUET [eIapa ] UO UOTOY ON
10ATIRUI)[ Y UONOY ON

20IN0SY

(o)) -S A'14VvL

San Luis Valley—Calumet-Comanche Transmission Project

For Internal Use Only -- 11/06/2009 15:46 PM

Scoping Comments -- Comments and Responses



November 2008

S-37

Final WWEC PEIS

X X I
1ordImT AJPATIE[NTING PINOD W) JO polad & I9A0 SHODEIO]

Aqaeau 10 awes ay) je padojoaap spafoxd sdnyntu
19AIMOH uOoNdY ON Jopun uey) eate o1ydesSoss 1o)rws
€ JOAO PUE SUOIJED0] JOMO) 1B POIIALIE 9¢ P[0 SIUNOSS

[ea150109a ‘spoaford apdinu 10 ‘paqimsip Ajsnotaard
UI9q JARY SIBIIQRY II3Y) PUE BIOIQ 2I0UM SAMOY

Aymn pue woneodsuen Sunsrxo Suore Moo prnom
s10p110d pasodoad ay Jo o[ £ Moge ySnoyie ‘SIopLLI0d
S UIIIA JUasdId puel 03 Juade(pe pue Uo JeNqey
QJI[PTIAM 100JJE P[NOQ SIOPTLLIOI o1} UNPIM pajerado pue
padojaaap s103fo1q "Iop11I0d pajeusSisap o) 0y judoe(pe
SPUB| [BIIPJUOU PUR [BIIPI) JaY)0 U0 SO 192load

oy Suoje pajoayje 2q PINoo sielqey dzenbe [euonippe
‘spare PuBTIaM PIJRIJOSSE SE [[aM S IRIIQE] JIOAISSAT IO
SB[ JO 2108 ¢TR‘T INOQR PUR J)IqRY WILSL)S JUS))ITLI)UL
pue [eruuaiad JO $3|IW 7 [ MOJE 19351)UL JO 5019 P[NOD
SJOPLLIOD pojeusisop oyl Su n $109[01d "UOOY ON

I0J PALINUAPL 3SOY] 0} IB[IWIS 3G P[NOM $IDINOSIT
Jea1301000 01 s30afoxd axmng Jo s)oedur Jo sodK) Tenuslog

‘suepd asn pue| Surpuawe
puE pue| [2IOPSJ UO SIOPLIIOO ATIOUD §9¢ WONDIS
SuneuS1sap WoIJ Spue| [RIIPIAJUOU pUL [RIPIJ UO

$901n0821 [82150[009 0 s10RdUIL 1921IP OU 3Q PINOM 1Y |,

's193(01d [enpiatpur o1 Jo USSP pur ‘YiFua|

‘uoneoo] ‘ad4y a1y wo puadap prnom sjordmr pajerar
-190(0ad Jo X2 pur ‘apmiufew ‘amyeu sy, "sa1oads
QAISBAUI JO JUAWYSI RIS 10 Pealds ay 01 B3| p[nod
‘SMOY A 1B s1Iqey paqImsIp AT[eatsAyd s 1ay)a30)
‘soTyIAnoe wonelado pue monoNNsuoy) "SMOY walord

o) jo suonaod paqimsip ArearsAyd urym eio1q jo Anlur
10 SSO[ Y1 PUE ‘S[BLIDYRLI STOPJBZBY JO SISEI[] [BJUIPIDIE
01 aInsodxa “UOTEOIIPOUT PUE SSO[ 1BIIQRY ‘90URQIMSIP
QJI[P[IM “HOTIRIUSWIS L] 12)IqET apnjout Kew juawudojosap
100fo1d woy s)ordwy ‘spue [RISPIJUOU PUE [RIIPI] UO
uonesado pue juswdojaaap 1asfoad yrodsueny AG1oud woyy
paduatiadxa Apueaund asoy o3 Je[iuis aq pnom spoedwi
1olorg ‘pererado pue padojasap are spoefoid podsueny
ABI0U0 219YM SPUR] [EIOPITUOU PUB [BIIPI] TO PIIAJL
2q p[Nod 5321n0sal [B2150[097] "SIOPLLIOD pajeugisap

J0 20udsqe oy ur s30ofoad podsuesy A10u0 aumny Jo
uoneledo pur UOONISUOD AT} WOIJ SIDINOSAI [EI1F0]090
01 syoedur 3o sad4) Tenueyod ot are Surmorjoy oy,

‘suefd asn pue] Suipuswie

pue pue| [RIOPIJ UO SIOPLLIOD ASIOUA §9¢ WONDIG
GuneuSrsop 10U WOIJ SPUL] [RIOPIJUOU PUR [RIIPI] UO
$20.M0531 [€2(50]002 07 810BdLUL 12211P OU 2q PINOM 1Y |,

$90.10821 [B2150]097

SIOPLIIOY) §9€ UOI00S MAN AJBUTISO(T
WOATIRILIY TONOY posodorg

SpUET [eIapa ] UO UOTOY ON
10ATIRUI)[ Y UONOY ON

20IN0SY

(o)) -S A'14VvL

San Luis Valley—Calumet-Comanche Transmission Project

Scoping Comments -- Comments and Responses

For Internal Use Only -- 11/06/2009 15:46 PM



November 2008

S-38

Final WWEC PEIS

*$30.N0SAI [ensiA jordull A[@ARNUND PINOD

Jw J0 porLdd B I0A0 SUOIEBIO| AQIEDU 10 JWES Y} JB
padorassp spasloxd ajdnnur “19AamOF] "UONOY ON Iopun
uer) eoIe o1jdeIS00s IO[[RWIS B I0A0 PUR STOIROO] oM
e P2)23)Je 9¢ P|NOI S294N0sal [BNsIA ‘sjoolord ajdpnw
10, "1U)X2 dwos 03 pajaediul oq A]JUdLINI ABW SBAIE 2SAY)
UT §20INOSAI [BNSIA PUR ‘SA QY AN[TIN 10 uonyeIodsuer)
Sunsrxo 3u0fe 1900 pinom siopiiroo pasodoid oy Jo
9%TL Moqy ‘SO 199loxd Aq passord aq pinoo jey) spuep
|BJOPIJUOU PUE [BIIPIS JOLIO UO ITIV0 0} PAdadxa ag Aew
S90INOSAT QATIISURS A[[ENSTA [EUONIPPY "SAeMYSIY O1Ua0S
JeUONIRU ()7 PUR SOFNTAT AFI[P[IM [BUOLBU G ‘SYILIIPUR]
RINRU [RUOTIRU PUR SYIRWPUR] SLIOISIY [RUOTRU ()]

SS]1BL) OLIOISIY 1O DIUDDS [BUONBU | | {SIOALL DLUDS

PUE PlIA 6 SBAJR UOIIBIIAI PUB ‘SJUAWNUOW [BUONEU
‘syaed Jeuoneu ¢z apnjoul uoneledo pue jusurdoaaap
100foxd Aq pajoagTe aq P[Noo et pue SAUIINUDD

JopLuod pasodoad ay jo sojiw ¢ ulylm SuLLND0

10 £ POSSOID SBOIE QAINISUIS A[[ENSIA "UOIDY ON

10J PALJIIUSPI SO} 0} IE[IWIS 9q P[NOM SIOINOSIT

Jensta 0 s03foxd axmng Jo syordiut Jo sadA) fenuaog

‘suerd

asn pue| SwpuSWE pue pue| [BI9P3] U0 SIOPLLIOD AF19US
89¢ UON29g FunRUSISIP WOIJ SPUR] [RIIPIJUOU PUE [BIIPI]
UO $30UNOSAL [BNSIA 0] §19BdWL 103.1P OU 3Q P[NOM 1Y |,

*syosfoxd

[enplatput ayy Jo udisap pue ‘yi3ud| ‘uoneso] odA)

ap uo puadop pinom syoedwi parejai-30afoad jo Juaxs
puE ‘opnIruSenr ‘Injeu Y], 'SIOMO0) SUT] UOISSTIISURI}
AKy101m00e pue suone)s 10ssa1dwI0o SE [ons saInjonns
192fod penprarpur yo Lpiqrsta pue 2d4<) 2y pue ‘spm O
199fo1d pasea)d ‘Ananoe pue juswdmba uonannsuoo
‘SPBOJ $S900B TIIM PAIEID0SSE 2 P[ioA spoeduwr

fenuajod uonerodo pue ‘wononnsuod 3oafoxd ‘Furreapo
MOY £Qq Paja3JJE 9q P[0 SIOINOSAI [NSIA "SPUE]
[e19pajuou pue [e19pa) uo uonesado pue uswdoprap
100f0ad yrodsuely A319u9 JuLLIMD WOLY 950Y] 0}

Tejruis 9q pinoa spoedur 10afo1g “parerado pue padojeaap
are sjoofo1d y1odsuen A810us a19YM SpuR| [EIdPIJUOU pUE
|BIDPIJ UO PAIIYJB 3G PINOD SIAINOSAL [BNSLA "SIOPLLIOD
PareuSIsop Jo 20udsqe oy} ui spoafosd podsuesy ASroua
2Imny Jo UoneIado puE WOTONISTOD A} WIOIJ SIIINOSAT
TenstA 0} syoedur Jo sad£) jenuajod oty a1e Surmor[oy oy,

‘suefd asn pue] Suipuswie

pue pue| [RIOPIJ UO SIOPLLIOD ASIOUA §9¢ WONDIG
JureuS1Sop JOU WO SPUE] [RIOPIJUOU PUR [RIIPIJ

U0 $92.10$21 [eNSIA 0 S)9rdwW 1931p ou 8q pNom a1dy |,

$30IN0OSIL [BNSIA

SIOPLIIOY) §9€ UOI00S MAN AJBUTISO(T
WOATIRILIY TONOY posodorg

SpUET [eIapa ] UO UOTOY ON
10ATIRUI)[ Y UONOY ON

20IN0SY

(o)) -S A'14VvL

San Luis Valley—Calumet-Comanche Transmission Project

For Internal Use Only -- 11/06/2009 15:46 PM

Scoping Comments -- Comments and Responses



November 2008

S-39

Final WWEC PEIS

*SO0INOSAT TEINND JoedwT A[PANBINUIND PINOD

awn jo pouad B 1940 SUOIEIO| AQIBDU 10 dWeS Y} 18
padojaaap spsloid adinnw “10A2MOH "uonIY ON Jopun
uet eare o1 derSoad Ia[[EWS & JOAQ PUE STONERIO] Jamaf

18 POIOSFIE 8 PINOD $30INOSAI [eInnd “spaaford aydnynur
10 'soqui pue sQJHS deudordde yim suone)nsuod
sanmbal yorym ydHN 2y} JO $59001d M1A21 9()] UO1IS
a1} 01 392[qns 9q PINOA SIOPLLIOd UOTOY pasodord urgim
syo0afo1d 11odsuen £310u0 0 Juowdo[eAd(T "PAqIMISIP U
Arsnoraaxd aaey Aewr seale 359 IEOU $IDINOSIT [RINYND
a1 puB ‘s O Anjun o vonepodsuen Sunsixa Suoje
ITII0 PNOM SIOPLLI0D pasodold ayp 4O %[ L M0QY SMOYU
1alord ay) £q pessoId aq PINOA ey SPUE] [EIOPAJUOT

PUR [RIOPI] IDTI0 TO SE [[oM Sk ‘SIOPLLIOd pajeudisap

Ay wynm SOy 199foad 150w uL Mas0 0y paroadxa

9q ABW SI2UNOSAI [N "UOIIY ON 4O} PIISIUIPI 350Y]
0} TR[IIIS 3 P[NOM S3OIN0SAI [EIN}[ND 0} Uoneiado pue
uonannsuos 19afoxd saxmng wox syoedun Jo sedK) renuslog

‘suerd

asn pue| SwpuSWE pue pue| [BI9P3] U0 SIOPLLIOD AF19US
89¢ UON29g FunRUSISIP WOIJ SPUR] [RIIPIJUOU PUE [BIIPI]
UO $32.N0SAL [BAM[ND 0] §198dWL 1031 OU 3 P[NOM 1Y |,

spoafoad Tenprarpur
o) Jo udisop pue ‘WSu| ‘uoneso] ‘adK) oy uo puadap
pinom syoedwi parejas-10aload jo yuaixs pur ‘opniufew
‘aanyeu Ay, 'saqui], pue sOdHS aeudosdde yum
STONRYNSTOd Sarmbal Yargm YN 21 JO ssaso1d maraar
901 UoN0ag a1 0} 109[qns oq pjnom syoelod 1odsuer
A8rou2 jo yuardoroAa( “suoneoo] dqrssadorur Ajsnoraard
ul SMOY 102l0ad wouy sa11s Jo £11[1Q155990€ pasealoul

0} anp 3unoo] 1o wsijepuea 10y [enuaod pasearout

e 5q PJNO9 2IeT) PUE ‘Uononnsuod 10afoxd Fuump
paroedurr 5q PINOd SAOINOSAI [RINJ[NY) *SPUL] [RIDPAJUOU
Ppue [e19p3) uo uonesado pue juswdojaaap 1asload
Jodsuen A819U9 JULLIND WOL) ASOY} 0} JR[IWIS 9 PINOM
syordun 10alo1g "pajerado pue padojasap are sysaloxd
11odsuen A812Ud 219YM SpUR[ [EIIPIJUOU PUL [RIIPI] UO
P2193)JB 2 P|NOD $IDIN0SAL [BINN,) 'SIOPLLIOD pajeudisap
40 20uasqe 2y} ul s300fosd podsuen A310u0 dumny

J0 uoneIado PUR WOTONISTOD AT} WOIJ SAOINOSAT [eInjnd
01 syoedur 3o sad4&) Tenueyod ot are Surmorjoy oy,

‘suefd asn pue] Suipuswie

pue pue| [RIOPIJ UO SIOPLLIOD ASIOUA §9¢ WONDIG
JureuS1Sop JOU WO SPUE] [RIOPIJUOU PUR [RIIPIJ

U0 $92.IN0SaI [2AN)[ND 0] §19BdLUI 192.1P OU 3q PINOM 1Y ],

$30UN0SDI [BINY N7

SIOPLIIOY) §9€ UOI00S MAN AJBUTISO(T
WOATIRILIY TONOY posodorg

SpUET [eIapa ] UO UOTOY ON
10ATIRUI)[ Y UONOY ON

20IN0SY

(o)) -S A'14VvL

San Luis Valley—Calumet-Comanche Transmission Project

Scoping Comments -- Comments and Responses

For Internal Use Only -- 11/06/2009 15:46 PM



November 2008

S-40

Final WWEC PEIS

‘saquL ], 0 jurlodul s30mosal

yedw A[PAIEMWND P[NOd dwi} JO poLdd B 19A0 SUONEBIO|
Aqaeau Jo awres at je padofaaap sydafoxd apdnnum
‘I0AMOH TONOY ON Iopun Uey) eore otyderdoos Tofjews
® IJAO PUE SUOTIROO] 10MAJ 1B PAJIAJJ. 9q P[NOI SIIINOSAT
[equ ], ‘s109fosd ajdiynw 1o, ~me| £q pajepueLl se Sa1IUd
Tequ ] areridordde oy I SUONEINSUOD apN[IUT PNOM
sy00l01d 110dsuen A31eus Jo yuatudorosa(] "paqImSIp

u20q AJsnoraaid oABY BT SBATR 9SIY) TR SIDINOSAT
|BqULL, PUB “SAA O A1jun 10 uonenodsueny Sunsixa Suope
D20 PNOM S10PLLI0D pasodoud ayp Jo 941/ I0qy SMOYU
193lo1d ay) Aq PassoId aq pInom JeY) SPUE] [EIOPAJUOT

pue [eIOPIJ I9Y)O WO SB [[OM S *SIOPLLIOD PAYRusIsop o)
uynm s MO 199load 150w ur modo o) pardadxs ag Aew
$90JN083I [BQLL], "UOIIOY ON JOJ PIJIIUIPI 350y OF JB[IWIS
3q PINoM SaqII], 0] ISAIANUI JO SAINOSAT 0} HoneIado pue
uonannsuos 193foxd saxmng woxy syoedun Jo sedK) renuslog

‘suepd asn pue| Surpuawe

puE pue| [2IOPSJ UO SIOPLIIOO ATIOUD §9¢ UONDIS
SuneuSrsop woiy saqui, 0) juelzodwy Spue] [RIIPIAJUOU pue
[19P3) UD $32INOSAL 0] 5198dWI 199.11P OU 3G PINOM 1Y |,

s100l01d TenprAIpuT
ay) jo udisap pue ‘YIud| ‘uoneso] ‘adK) ayy uo puadop
pinos syoedwi pajejai-102foad jo Juayxe pue ‘opnyudew
2INJRu AN, “ME[ Aq PAIEPUEI SB SAaNNUS [RqLI], Pajdajje
AU} (IA SUOTIEINSTOD OPNJIUT Pnom s309foxd podsuey
A8roud jo yuawrdoroAa( “suoneoo] dqrssasorur Ajsnoraard
ysnoayy spr Oy 199f0ad wouy sa11s Jo A[1qIssadae
paseaour 01 anp Suroo[ 10y [enuajod pasearout

e 2q PINOd 2IAY) puE ‘UonInnsuod 1afoxd Fump
parordr aq PNod S9OINOSAI [RQLIT, *SPUR] [RIIPIJUOU pue
|1apa) uo uonesado pue yuswdojaasp 192(oad 1odsuer)
AB12u2 UMD WOL) 9SO} O Je[Iwis 9 plnom spoedwi
1olorg ‘pererado pue padojasap are spoafoid ypodsueny
ABI0U0 219YM SPUR] [EIOPITUOU PUB [BIIPI] TO PIIAJL

3 PINOd §32MOSIY “SIOPLLIOI PATRUSISIP JO 20UdsqR

oy ur $109foad yodsuesy AZ1ouo 2umny jo uonesado

PUE TONIMNLISTOD JY) WO SIQLL], 0} ISAIUL JO $IIINOSAT
01 syoedur 3o sad4) Tenueyod ot are Surmorjoy oy,

‘suepd asn pue| Surpuawe 10

puE[ [RIOPaJ TO SIOPLIIOD ASIOUS R9¢ UOT0aS FunruSIsap
10U WOIJ SIQLLT, 0) JueIodwI JO SPUR| [RIOPAJUOT pUR
[I5P3J UO $20.N0S2L 0] §19BdLUIL 193.1P OU 3G PNOM 1Y ],

$aqLL] 01 juepodwl $20n0say

SIOPLIIOY) §9€ UOI00S MAN AJBUTISO(T
WOATIRILIY TONOY posodorg

SpUET [eIapa ] UO UOTOY ON
10ATIRUI)[ Y UONOY ON

20IN0SY

(o)) -S A'14VvL

San Luis Valley—Calumet-Comanche Transmission Project

For Internal Use Only -- 11/06/2009 15:46 PM

Scoping Comments -- Comments and Responses



November 2008

S-41

Final WWEC PEIS

Rl 4 JOW pp
pnod s Jo porrad v 1040 Ajurxoxd asoya ur spafoid
S1dnInu ‘I0ASMOH "TIOTIOY ON Iapun uey) vare orjdeisoas
J9|BLUS B 19A0 PUR SUONEIO| JAMI) B INIDO PINOI
spoedul 91W0U020190s *s3a9foad adnynuw 1o, "pataajje
aq os[e Aeul Spue[ 853y} Jo asn ySnoy[e Oruou0dsa
AJurew aq pynoa sjoeduly "Spue| [eIopojuOl JuadE(pe
UO SaN[eA 2))S3 [eoI U0 Jordw 1291Ip € 9ARY PINOD
s109(0.d p1odsuen £819u Jo Juswdojaaap pue uoneuSisap
10PLIT0Y) "PARAJJE A[sno1AdId U9aq dALY ABTU $901N0SAT
JTIIOT0930T008 A1aYM SA\OY Tonepodsuern) pue Ajnn
SunsIxa apnyouT SIOPIIIOd PARUSISIP AY) JO 04T/ INOQY
010 os|e T 1w s Oy 199fo1d 2y 1By Spue| [RISPIJUOU
PUE [BJOP3) JOYIO 1€ OS[E INq ‘SIOPLLIOD U0y pasodold
A} M PAIRIDOSSE SEAIR 10] ATUO JOU INJD0 PINOI
sjordur 9597 ], 'WOTOY ON I0] PATIUIPI ISOY) O) IRJIIIS
aq pinom s193foad aaming woyy s1oedu jo sad£) [enuaod

*STH ue Jo uoneredoxd amnbox

SIATOSWIAY) AQ 10U PTNOM ‘4 T°80ST D OF 1e suonendar
QD Jopun ‘pue d1wouodd Ajaind oq pinom sagueyd

AUB “T9AMOT] "SIOPLLIO) A3IaUa g9¢ uondag pasodord
21} 0} JuadE(pe aIe 1B SPUL] [RIOPAFUON TO SONJRA

91e182 Tear douanpyur Aew sueyd asn pue| Swpuswe pue
PUB| [BISP2) UO SIOPLLIOD ATI2ud go¢ uondag Suneudisaq

*s10afo1d Tenprarpur oy jo usisap pue ‘YI3ua] ‘UonLIO]
‘ad£y oy wo puadop prnom syordur pajerar-joeloxd

J0 1u2Ixa pue ‘opmuSew ‘anjeu oy ] S OY 190load ay)
Jeou seade ul s9011d pue| 20npas os[e PInod Judwdo[2Adp
10alo1g s O 190lo1d Teau pue UM pajdage
Kjos1oape aq Kewr sanjea Ajedoxd pue senjeAor osn pue
JoYIRT FUISNOT [RYUSI 9T]) PUE ‘dwodur [ruosIad ‘sarer
JuswAo]dwa ape)s ‘SaNUIAI XB) 9J8)S PUE [€90] 03 spoedull
aamisod ur 3nsai prnod syoafoxd 1rodsuen A31aus Jo
Juowdo]eAd(] "SPUE] [RISPAJUOU puE [eIopa) Uo Honeado
pue justdoraaap 10afoxd yrodsuen £31oua yuarnd

wolj 950Y] 0 Je[Iwis 3¢ pnom spoedunr 199foay “uonesddo
pue uawdo[aaap 139f0ad yiim uonounfuod ul se jam

se pejerado pue padojasap a1e spoaford prodsuer) AF1oua
QIOYM SPUE[ [BIOPIJUO PUR [RIIPIJ UO PAIIIJJE 9q P[NOd
$30IN0SAL DIWOUOIDOII0S "SIOPLLIOI PARUSISIP JO 2dUdsqe
oy ur $109foad yodsuesy AZ1ouo aumny jo uonesado

PUE TOTIONIISTOD 3] THOL $2IINOSAT JTOUOIA0IN0S

01 syoedur 3o sad4&) Tenueyod ot are Surmorjoy oy,

‘suefd asn pue] Suipuswie

pue pue| [RIOPIJ UO SIOPLLIOD ASIOUA §9¢ WONDIG
JureuS1Sop JOU WO SPUE] [RIOPIJUOU PUR [RIIPIJ

uo s19'duw S1WOU0I 10 [BI90S 1I3IIP OU 3] PINOM 21D |,

$00IN0SAL DILUOUOIDOINOS

SIOPLIIOY) §9€ UOI00S MAN AJBUTISO(T
WOATIRILIY TONOY posodorg

SpUET [eIapa ] UO UOTOY ON
10ATIRUI)[ Y UONOY ON

20IN0SY

(o)) -S A'14VvL

San Luis Valley—Calumet-Comanche Transmission Project

Scoping Comments -- Comments and Responses

For Internal Use Only -- 11/06/2009 15:46 PM



November 2008

S-42

Final WWEC PEIS

“20nsn[ Te)uSUoNAUS 1oedwT ATOATR[AWIND PINOD L)

J0 porrad e 1940 sUONBI0] AqIEdU 10 dwes at) Je padofeaap
s1a9foad ajdnnuw “19A9MOH "UOIOY ON] JOpUn uBY] BIIE
21ydesFoaT 19| BwS B JOAO PUB SUOIIBOO| JOMIJ JB JTIDI0
Pprnod ‘sppedun ysiy Ajajeuoniodoidsip Surpnpour ‘spoedur
Tenujod ‘spoaford opdunur 104 “payoazze Ajsnoraaxd

u93q 2Aey Aew suonendod awosul-mo| pue AJLouLW
2laym pue s Oy uoneuodsuen pue A1jin Suisixd
Suofe mooo pnos sIopiirods pasodord a Jo 9,1 Moqy
'$S0I10 OS[E 13T s Oy 100l01d o1y 1et) spue| [eIopajuoT
pUE [RIDPI] IOT)O Je OS[R INq ‘SIOPLIIOD Uonoy pasodoig
AU YA PATBIDOSSE SBAIE JOJ AJUO JOU INDI0 PINOD
sjoedwi 983y |, ‘UONIOY ON JOJ PAJIIUSPI 3SOY) O} JR[IWIS
aq prnom syoafoxd ayny woxy syordun jo sadK) enuajog

'Spue| [eJapajuou ayj Jo sanjea Auadosd

pue asn pue[ IMNJ PUB JUSLIMD Y} SE [[9M SE IOPLLIOD
posodoid e o Ayrurora oy ur ndo0 Jey) suonendod

2y uo puadap pnom suonendod swodul-mo| 10 AJLIoULW
uo $393442 Aue Jo opnyuSew pue asmyeu ay |, “suonendod
SWOIUT-MO[ 10 AIIOUTUI 193] P[NOJ YITYM ‘PUBR|

[eIOPAJ UO SIOPLITOO PAJRUSISIP A} UAIM]AQ IO 0) Juade(pe
spuey erapayuou uo sanjea L11adord uo $192739 daey pnod
uoneudisop Jopruio)) sueld asn pue| Suipuswe pue pue|
[BISPa] U0 SIOPLLIOD ASIoUa §9¢ UONDAG FuneuSISap wolj
SpUER] [RIOPAJUOT puE [eIopa) uo suonejndod swoout-mop
10 Ayurourw o) ‘sjoedurr as1aApe 1o Y31y A[oreuoniodordsip
ou Suipnjaul ‘sjoedwil 19211p OU 3¢ pNom a1ay |

*syosfoxd

[enplatput ayy Jo udisap pue ‘yi3ud| ‘uoneso] odA)

ap uo puadop pinom syoedwi parejai-30afoad jo Juaxs
pue ‘opmIuSeur ‘eImeu a ], ‘[eAs] 10afo1d a1 e pajenjeas
aq Auo ueo syoedut Y3y Ajejenoniodordstp Jo poorrayy
Y[, "SUONTPUOI JTUIOUOID [RIO0] PUR SIIINOSII [BNSTA

01 spoedun jo 3nsas e se suonendod swooul-mo| pue
A1I0UTW 2W0S 937J€ P[NOJ Uonelado pue Juawdo[aaap
100(01 "Spue] [RIOPOJUOT puE [eIopaj o Toneido

pue justwdoraaap 10afoxd yrodsuen £31oua yuarnd

wolj 9S0Y] 0 Jejiwis 3q pinoa s1oedul 199(o1d ‘pajesddo
pue padojaaap aJe spafosd odsuen A3iaus aloym spue|
[eIOPAJUOU PUE [EISPSJ UO PAJIdFIe aq pjnod suonendod
QWOIUI-MO] pue AJLIOUIA 'SIOPLIIOd pajeudisap

Jo 2ouasqe oy ur s1p9load yodsuen AF1aus amny jo
uoneado pue UOINISUOD dYI WO NS [BIUSWUOIIAUD
0] spoeduat Jo sad4y jenueiod a1 a1e Surmorjoy sy

‘sue|d osn pue| SuIpudlWE pU. PUR| [€IDPIY

U0 SIOPILIND ABIOUd g9 ¢ UOIDAS FUNLUSISap j0u woly
SpUE[ [EIOPAJUOU pUE [eIopa) uo suoneyndod owoour-mo]
10 Ayuzourt o) “spoeduur asraape 10 Y3y Aoreuonsodordsip
ou Suipnjour ‘s1oedwl 192.1p 0U 2q pINOM 213 |,

sonsnl [ejusluOL AU

SIOPLIIOY) §9€ UOI00S MAN AJBUTISO(T
WOATIRILIY TONOY posodorg

SpUET [eIapa ] UO UOTOY ON
10ATIRUI)[ Y UONOY ON

20IN0SY

(o)) -S A'14VvL

San Luis Valley—Calumet-Comanche Transmission Project

Scoping Comments -- Comments and Responses

For Internal Use Only -- 11/06/2009 15:46 PM



November 2008

Final WWEC PEIS

‘K1ayes pue yjeay 1oedwi

AJoATIR[IND PINOI AW JO POLIad € 10A0 SUONEBIO] AqIeau
10 awes ot Je padofessp syooloid ojdpniu ‘oMol
"WONOY ON Iopun uey) eare o1yderfoad Ja[jews  10A0 pue
011820] J9M3) T8 INDD0 PINOM “PIBZEY J1lj PISLIIIUL 10]
SUJ20U00 Furpnjoul ‘suladuod K1aes pue yiedy ‘spafoad
apdnynu 10§ 1IsTxe Avw APUALIND SOUSPIIUL AIT] puE
“Kyares orjqnd “K)aJes TONI0M 0) PIIR]AI SUIADUOD K1dJes
PUE )[Ry 210yM SA OY uonepodsuen pue A1jin Surisixa
9pN[oul SI0PLLI0D PABUTISIP A} JO 9% £ MOQY "UOHIY ON
10J PAYNUAPI ASOT} 0} Te[IUIlS aq pinosm uoneiado pue
uonannsuos 193foxd saxmng woxy syoedun Jo sedK) Tenuslog

‘suerd

asn pue| SwpuSWE pue pue| [BI9P3] U0 SIOPLLIOD AF19US
89¢ UON29g FunRUSISIP WOIJ SPUR] [RIIPIJUOU PUE [BIIPI]
uo s1ordwnt A13JeS pue yi[eay 1931p Ou 3q PINoM U3y |,

“syoofoxd

Tenprarpur ay) jo udisap pue ‘ySud] ‘vorjeso] ‘adK)

3y} uo puadap pnom syordun pajejal-3aafoad Jo Ju2)xa pue
‘OpMIUSEW ‘aInjeu YL, ‘SIUIPIOUT I PUB ‘SJUIPIIJL WOLJ
Kyages orqnd ‘uonerado pue uononnsuos 10aford FuLnp
K)9JBS IOIOM T)TA PIIRIOOSSE DT STLIODIOD ATRWII] "SPUR]
[e1opajuou pue [e19paj uo uonesado pue uawdopAap
199(0ad J10dsuel) £310U9 JULLIMD JO ISOUI WL JAJIP

0} pajoadxa jou ae spedwy “pajeiado pue padojasap

a1e sjoofo1d y1odsuen A81ous a10YM SpuR| [EIdPIJUOU pUE
[B19P3) U0 P2J0aJJ® 9q P|N0I A13JBS PUB Y)[BIHY 'SIOPLLIOD
PareuSIsop Jo 20udsqe oy} ui s3ofoad podsuesy AZroua
amng Jo uorjerado pur UONRINISUOD ) WOIJ K)oJes pue
reay o) syoeduwr Jo sad4y renuoyod ot are Surmorroy oy,

‘suefd asn pue] Suipuswie

pue pue| [RIOPIJ UO SIOPLLIOD ASIOUA §9¢ WONDIG
FuneuS1Sop 10U WOIJ SPUE] [RIOPIJUOU PUR [RIIPJ

uo s1oedwi K13)es puB Yi[BaY 123.Up OU 3q PINOM 2IIY ],

A19J88 pue yjeay

SIOPLIIOY) §9€ UOI00S MAN AJBUTISO(T
WOATIRILIY TONOY posodorg

SpUET [eIapa ] UO UOTOY ON
10ATIRUI)[ Y UONOY ON

20IN0SY

(o)) -SA'14VL

San Luis Valley—Calumet-Comanche Transmission Project

Scoping Comments -- Comments and Responses
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